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CONFIRMATIONS. 

Ea:ecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate Ja11111ar11 15 
(l.egislative day of January 9), 1923. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

To be rear adnurais. 
Charles B. McVay, jr. 
John H. Dayton. 

To be captain. 
K enneth G. Castleman. 

To be comm.aniders. 
Grafton A. Beall, jr. Bruce R. Ware, jr. 
William H. Lee. Arie A. Corwin. 
Ralph C. Needham. George M. Courts. 
George W. Kenyon. 

To be Zie-utenant commanders. 
Robert B. Simons. Horatio J. Peirce. 
Louis P. Wen2ell. Hugh C. Frazer. 
Ellis M. Zacharias. Thales S. Boyd. 
H arold B. Grow. James A. Crutchfield. 
Bcriah 1\I. Thompson. 

To be lieutenants. 
Otto H. H. Strack. 
Carl H . Forth. 
Duane L. Taylor. J<1 

Hubert H. Anderson. 
Alfred P. Moran,tjt·. 
Paul F ... l;ee. 
Ralph E. Jennings. 
Frank N. Sayre. 
Earle H. Kincaid. 
George W. Brashears, jr. 
Fred A. Hardesty. 
William Hartenstein. 

Merritt P. Higgins. 
Carl A. Scott. 
William L. Peterson. 
Paul C. Warner. 
Raymond F. ·Tyler. 
Troy N. Thweatt 
Harry F. Carlson. 
Frederick 0. Goldsmith. 
Daniel H. Kane. 
Russell V. Po1lard. 
Thomas D. Guinn. 

To b~ 1 lieutenants (junior grade). 
Harry E. Steveb.s. Myron T. Richardson. 
Walter M. Shipley. John A. Sedgwick. 
Clyde Keene. Jackson R. Tate. 
Daniel F. Mulvihill. Lawrence F. Blodgett. 
David McWhorter, jr. James S. Haughey. 
Samuel E. Lee. l\Ierritt A. Bittinger. 
Clarence E. Williams. Cyril E. Taylor. 
Alvin Henderson. William L. Hickey. 
Grover C. Watkins. Bernard J. Loughman. 
Thomas P. Kane. Raymond C. Ferris. 
Wiley B. Jones. William H. Galbraith. 
Harley E. Barrows. Robert D. Tbreshie. 
Philip D. Butler. Ernest E. Stevens. 
Donald B. McClary. Frank W. Schmidt. 
AJya Henderson. Maurice Van Clea'Ve. 
Eli B. Parsons. Edward H. Mcl\Ienemy, 
Elmer J. Tiernan. Royal A. Houghton. 
Julius O. Kinsky. Darrough S. Gurney. 
Benjamin S. -Brown. Carroll T. Bonney. 
Francis E. Matthews. J ohil B. Mallard. 
Charles R. Hoffecker. George D. Morrison. 
Henry L. Burmann. William E. l\Iiller. 
Eugene Bastian. William P. Hepburn. 
Howat·d L. Clark. Jim T. Acree. 
Frederick A. Smith. Charles L. Sun·an. 
Charles H. Miller. Edward H. Doolin. 
Ralph L. Lovejoy. Marvin B. Grove. 

To be 1nedicai inspector with rank of commandet•. 
Eugene A. Vickery. 

To be surgeon Wlth ranfG of lieutenant commander. 

Fre~eric L. Conklin.- ~J 
To be passed asststant suf{le<JM iv-ith rank of lieutenant. 

Cbai;les F. Behrens. Fred M. Rohow. 
Dun~n D. Bullock. Frank M. Moxon. 
Charles E. Clark. Lyle i. Millan. 
Navy F. X. 13anvard. Robert E. Duncan. 
Lloyd L. Edmisten. 
To be dental surgeon with rank of lieutenant commander. 

Alexander G. Leyle. 
To ue passed, assista.-nt denta.t surgeon8 ·toith ranlc, of lietttenatit. 

Ray Endell Farnsworth. Leonard M. Desmond. 
Walter I. Minowitz. Harold J. Hill. 

'l'o be chaplain with rank of oaptain. 
George E~ T. Stevenson. 

To be naval constructor with rank of admiral. 
Robert Stocker. 

To be naval const·ructors with rank of captain. 
William McEntee. ·George C. Westervelt. 
Richard D. Gatewood. Emory S. Land. 

To be naval constnwtot·s with rank of convmander. 
Walter W. Webster. 
Harold E. Saunders. 

POSTMASTERS. 

TEXAS. 

Charles A. Ziegenhals, Bastrop. 
INDIANA. 

Howard J. Tooley, Columbus. 
Milton E. Spencer, Ossian. 

IOWA. 

William C. Howell, Keokuk. 
Willis G. Smith, Rock Rapids. 
Baty K. Bradfield, Spirit Lake. 
Archie C. Smith, Storm Lake. 

LOUISIANA. 

Herman l\I. foster, Cedar Grove. 
Silvio Broussard, New Iberia. 
Alexander E. Harding, Slidell. 
Louis Hebert, White Castle. 

:MINNESOTA.. 

William W. Tyndall, Grand Rapids. 
Charles F. Wolfe, Kellogg. 
George L. Chesley, Pipestone. 
James W. Featherston, Staples. 

. MISSOURI. 
Herbert Schilur, Joplin. 
Henry 0. Abbott, Lebanon. 
Edward B. Wilson, Stanberry. 

NEW JERS:€Y. 

Irvin D. B. Spatz, Edgewater. 
George I. Harvey, Palmyra. 

OHIO. 

Howard M. Snedeker, Bellaire. 
Wiliam C. Shafer, Struthers. 

.PENNSYLVANIA. 

John D. Gerhart, East Greenville. 
John S. Leidy, Hatboro. 
Franklin B. Bean, Quakertown. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

MONDAY, January 15, 19~3. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., o:tl'ered 

th~ follow:ing prayer: 
0 Thou in whose presence we wait, we thank Thee for our 

Republic. It is a goodly vine we have inherited; its clusters 
of blessings hang richly and its roots run out in many ways for 
the comfOrt of all. Help us to understand our responsibilities 
and to see the possibility of eYen a nobler patriotism. l\Iake it 
easier for us to go out and be better citizens and to carry to 
higher usefulness the influence that we possess. 0 Father of 
wisdom and merc~t, bless all philanthropies 'Which go forward to 
teach the ignorant, to give bread to the hungry, and to give 
freedom to those who are oppressed. Be the refuge for those 
who are now in the waters of affi.iction. Keep them close to the 
Father's heart and may Thy sweet peace enfold their troubled 
souls. Through Jesus Christ. Amen. · 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, January 13, and 
the Journal of Sunday, January 14, were read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The Calendar for Unanimous Consent is in 
order to-day. and the Clerk will report the first bill on that 
calendar. -

LAC DU FLAMBEAU BA.ND OF LAKE SUPERIOR CHIPPEWAS. 

The first bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was the 
bill H. R. 6428, a bill for the enrollment and allotment of the 
members of the Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chip
pewas, in the State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes. 

Mr. RO~CH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that 
. bill be passed. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani
mous con ent that the bill be passed. Is there objection? 

There wa no objection. · 
MESSAGE :FROM- THE SENATE. 

A message from tbe Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 31 and 36 to the bill (H. R. 13559) making appro
priations for tile Department of the Interior for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1924, and for other purposes. 

Also that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 13593. An act making appropriations for the Post Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 13481. An act making appropriations for the Depart
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, 
and for other purposes. 

Also tha t the Senate had passed Senate bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles, in which the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. J. Res. 265. Joint resolution to stimulate crop production 
in the United States; 

S. 3515. An act for the relief of the New Jersey Shipbuilding 
& Dredging Co., of Bayonne, N. J.; and 

S. 4309. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to amend an 
act entitled 'An act to pi·ovide a government for the Territory of 
Hawaii,' approv~d April 30, 1900, as amended, to establish an 
Hawaiian Homes Commission, granting certain powers to the 
Board of Harbor Commissioners of the Territory of Hawaii, 
and for other purposes," approved July 9, 1921. 

E - ROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

l\fr. RICKETTS, from the Committee on Enrolled bills, reported 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R.13374. A.n act making appropriations for the Navy 
Department and the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1924, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 13615. An act making appropriations to supply defi
ciencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1923, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, and for 
other purposes ; and 

H. R. 7658. An act to amend the act approved August 25, 
1919, entitled "An act for the relief of contractors and sub
contractors for the post offices and other buildings and work 
under the supervision of the Treasury Department, and for 
other purposes." 

COIN AGE OF 5 0-CENT PIECES. 

The next bill on the Calendar for Uninamous Consent was the 
bill H. R. 13194, a bill to authorize the coinage of 50-eent pieces 
in commemoration of the one hundredth anniversary of the 
enunciation of the Monroe doctrine. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? ~ 
Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, this is the 

measure which was under consideration two weeks ago, and to 
which at one time objection was made because of the authority. 
proposed to be given to a civic association in Los Angeles to 
receive and to the Treasury Department to coin silver 50-cent 
pieces of a type in commemoration of the Monroe doctrine. I 
must say that I am not very much in sympathy with this pro
posal to have cities or private establishments authorized to 
receive specially designed coin that might be sold at any price, 
to their own profit. 

I would like to have the gentleman who reported the bill give 
some reason why we should keep on making exceptions. I am 
aware that last year we authorized the minting of a special 
coin in commemoration of some local event in Ohio. That was 
strongly pressed by the congressional delegation of that State. 
They utilized the fund raised from the sale of the dollar gold 
pieces to build a highway. If we keep on passing these bills 
every Member of the House is going to be besieged with de
mands from his constituents to have some special coin minted 
that will be for the exclusive benefit of that locality. It is a 
bad policy-one that is going to plague us if we keep on mul
tiplying these instances. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. 
Mr. BLAl~TON. The celebration of the one hundredth anni

versary of the Monroe doctrine can not be designated as a local 
affair. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is going to be a local affair, I will say 
to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLANTON. The Monroe doctrine is not applicable to 
any one particular locality. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is national in its character, but they 
are trying to localize it by giving the privilege to this Los 
Angeles Association to have the exclusive control of these 50-
cent pieces. They are trying to localize a national affair in 
which all the country is interested. Why should the Clearing 
House Association of Los Angeles have the exclusive privilege 
of these 50-eent pieces? 

Mr. BLANTON. I would rather have this as ociatlon sell 
them for a sufficien't bonus to finance their celebration than to 
have them come to Congress for several hundred thousand dol
lars, as they do in many other localities. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. Two weeks ago, when this bill was first 
being considered, I stated the very argument that the gentl~ 
man is now advancing, that I would rather have them obtain 
the funds to meet the expenses through the premium derived 
from the sale of these coins than to call upon Congre s for an 
appropriation. I am surprised that the gentleman was not 
here at that time. 

Mr. BLANTON. I was here, and some gentleman objected 
to the bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I did not object to the bill. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, some one did-I think it was the 

gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY]-and it went 
off the calendar. 

l\lr. STAFFORD. I statecl then that I would not object to 
the bill , and I did not object to the bill. The gentleman, the 
proponent of the bill, said that that was not the purpose; that 
it was merely the purpose to give this association the exclu
sive ri-gbt over the 50-cent pieces. 

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman will read the RECORD for 
December 18, 1922, when the bill was objected to, he will see 
that I then said that they would sell them for a bonus. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is mistaken; I did not say 
anything of the kind. 

Mr. BLANTON. I di<l not ~ay that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin stated that; I stated that I said it myself. 

.Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, \Veil, I am not responsible for what 
the gentleman said. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, l may say that this is not a 
new precedent. Of course, it is national in its character. It 
is the celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the 
enunciation of the Monroe doctrine. They propose in this 
celebration to make films and pictures of the progress of in
dustry from the time of the enunciation of the Monroe doctrine 
to the present time, and these pictures and films are to be 
given to the educational world and will go through the univer
sities and schools of the country. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will . the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VESTAL. Certainly. 
Mr. STAFFOHD. I am more concerned, and the House is 

more concerned, in what is going to be done with the coins. 
This bill does not provide for any film. What is the clearing
house association going to do with the coins? 

Mr. VESTAL. Just as they did at the centennial in 
Plymouth and over in Ohio. The coins are sold. Of course 
there must be some association to take the coins from th~ 
Government. This bill would not have been reported favor
ably, nor would the Treasury Department have recommended 
the bHI, unless there had been some association to take charge 
of the coins. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then I am getting a different view from 
what the author of the measure said was the purpose when the 
bill was last under consideration. I have no objection to the 
bill if the purpose is to sell these coins at a premium so as to 
provide for a fitting celebration in commemoration of the one 
hundredth anniversary of the promulgation of the Monroe doc
trine. If that is a fact, as I stated then, I would rather have 
them get the money in that way than to call on Congress for a 
fund. Under these circumstances, if the gentleman is quite 
certain that that is the purpose, I withdraw the reservation 
of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

substitute for the bill the bill S. 4096, similar in every way to 
the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. 'The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent to substitute the blll S. 4096, a similar Senate 
bill, for the House bill. Is there objection 1 

There was no object,on. -
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'l'he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bl,l. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in commemoration of the one hundredth 

annh·ersan of the enunciation of the Monroe doctrine there shall 
be coined ·at the mints of the United · States silver 50-cent pieces to 
the number of not more than 300,000 such 50-cent pieces to be 
of the standard troy weight, composition, diameter, device, and 
design as shall be fixed by the Director of the Mlnt, wlth the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, which said 50-cent pieces shall be 
legal tender ln any payment to the amount of their face value. 

SEC. 2. That the coins here.in authorized shall be issued only upon 
the request of the Los Angeles Clearing llouse and upon payment by 
such clearing house to the United States of the par value of such 
coins. 

~EC. ~. That all laws now in force relating to the subsidiary silver 
coins of the United States and the coining or striking of the same~ 
regulating and guarding the process of coinage, providing for the pur
chase of material and for the transportation, distrilmtion, and re
demption of coins, for the prevention of debasement or counterfeiting, 
for security of the coin, or for other purposes, whether said laws 
are penal or otherwise, shall, so far as applicable, apply to the coinage 
herein authorized: Provtded, That the United States shall not be 
subject to the expense of making the necessary dies and other prep
ara tlon'3 for this coinage. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third i·eading of the 
Senate bill. 

~Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
word. The gentleman from Wisconsin [l\ir. STAFFORD] is 
usually pre"ent on unanimous-consent days, but he ls not the 
only Member who is always present. Because I indicated part 
of what transpired in connection with this bill on the last 
unanimous-consent day, which was December 18, 1922, the gen
tleman facetiously or otherwise intimated that I was not here, 
but he will find, if he will examine the RECORD-and in connec
tion' witb my remarks I shall insert exactly what transpired 
concerning the bill-that I then suggested that this would be a 
cheaper way to finance the proposition than having some one 
later come to Congress for an appropriation. I state this 
merely to keep the record straight in that respect. This bill 
was objected to on December 18, 1922. I quote from page 637 
of the CoNGREBBION AL RECORD for that day, as follows: 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a question"/ 
Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. If they are not going to ask the Federal Government 

for help--which would be a departure from the usual custom-and 1! 
by section 2 they ca.n sell these coins at a premium of 50 cents or a. 
dollar and thereby secure fimds--

• • • • • * • 
Mr. GREEXE of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?-
Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, yes; I will yield to a Senator at any time. 

[Laughter.] 
* • • • • • 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr .. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Vermont will 
not ol>ject, holding the views that ile does. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
The SPiil.AKER. The regular order ls demanded. 
'Mr. TREADWAY. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
The SPEAKER. · The question is on the third reading of the 

Senate bill. 
'rl1e bill wa.q ordered to be read the third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. . , 
On motion of :riir. VESTAL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was pa~sed was laid on the table. 
· By unanimous consent, the bill ·H. R. 13194, of similar title, 
was ordered to lie on the table. 
CHANGING GRADE AND PERCENTAGES OF ENLISTED MEIS', UNITED 

STATES ARMY. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 4037) to amend the grade percentages of en
Jlsted men as prescribed in section 4b of the national defense 
act, as amended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

l\lr. STAFFORD. M':r. Chairman, this bill entails an ad<li
tional obligation upon the Treasury amounting to a million aml 
a half dollars. I think i.t is too important to consider 011 the 
Unanimous-Consent Calendar. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to take up 
the time of the House in explaining this measure if, after the 
explanation, the bill is going to be objected to. This iR an im
portant measure, and it involves not to exceed $1,500,000, I say 
frankly to the gentleman from Wisconsin, but _ it is a matter 
involvirig the efficiency of the tactical organization of the Army. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Perhaps it will be agreeable to ha rn · the 
matter go over for two weeks? · 

l\fr. McKENZIE. I could not consent to that, for this reason : 
Under the law reducing the A1·my to 125,000 men it became 
necessary to demote and eliminate a great many of the ·officers 
now holding these various positions in the various grades. That 
was to be effective on the 31st day Qf December. I dQ not kn9w 
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whether it has been put into effect or not, but evidently it will 
be very soon, and in the interest of good government and 
efficient organization, if we are going to pass this bill at all, 
we ought to pass it now. If· we are not going to pass it, it will 
be up to the Army to do the best it can without it, and I can 
see no good reason for asking to delay the measure. 

Mr. STAFFORD. This bill, as I have the .figures before me-
and if I am in error I would like to have the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. McKENZIE], who reported the bill, correct me-
provides for 734 more noncommissioned officers of the three 
higher grades than are authorized in existing law upon the 
basis of an Army of 280,000 men. 

Mr. McKENZIE. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. I do 
not know where he gets those figures. 

Mr STAFFORD. I was in error by saying "based on an 
Army of 280,000 men." I should correct that by aying of the 
men that were fa those classes on June 30, 1922. 

Mr. McKENZIE. The gentleman is entfrely mistaken about 
that. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Let me see whether I am mistaken, and if 
I am in error I wish to be corrected. The gentleman says that 
this bill is important. I agree with him. I take it it is too im
portant to be considered on Unanimous-Consent Calendar, and 
should not be considered under suspension of the rules, beca u e 
no opportunity woultl be given to. amend the law, an9, it should 
be amendecl. vVhat are the figures as given to me by a member 
of the Army staff? 

On .June 30, 1922, in the first grade of enlisted noncommis
sioned officers, master sergeants they are called, there were 
1,277 men ; in the second grade, technical or first sergeantg, 
3.129 men; in the third grade, stat! sergeants, 2,663 men-a 
total of 7,069 men. If I am in error as to those figures I wish 
to be corrected, because upon that I base my statement. Under 
this bill it is proposed to have 992 in the first grade, 2,582 in 
the second grade, 4.229 in the third grade, or a total of 7,803. 
If I am in error as to that statement, that this bill will provide 
more of these noncommissioned officers in these three higheL· 
grades than they had in the service on June 30 last, I wish to 
be corrected. 

Mr. GREENE of Yermont. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 
l\1r. GREENE of Yerrnont. Will tlle gentleman from Wis

consin yield? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. I am seeking information or a cor

rection of any error tllat I pl.UY be laboring under. 
l\lr. GREENE of Yermont. The way the gentleman phrasetl 

it I thought he intended it to be an argument. 
l\lr. STAFFORD. I intended it to be both a question and an 

argument. I am appealing to tlle open mind of tbe Members 
of the House. 

Mr. GREENE of Yermont. The gentleman is doing it well; 
he is building it up with ~omething that they do not need to 
consider if they pa ·s on the merits of the bill. That is why 
I want to see if \.ve can not get an idea in here that is not con
templated in the gentleman's argument. The fact is that t.I.U,-; 
bill is not based on any proposition for the tactical organization . 
of the Army, in numbers, for field sfrengtb or operation, either ·' · 
the present existing force or one that may be contemplated. · 
These men in the noncommissioned offices of higher grades. like 
the commissioned officers, are not group-ed by numbers fitting 
to the tactical organization now existing in the Army but for 
the special work that the Army is required as a military insti
tution to do throughout the country at large in conducting that 
part of the plans for national defense and popular instruction 
in military cience not related to the mere tactical organiza.tlou 
of any arm,y in garrison or in the field. 

l\1r.-STAF'1'"'0HD. I am still waiting for some explanation. 
1\Ir. GREEl'."'E of Vermont . . That is the explanation. 
~lr. STAFFORD. These numbers as provided in this bill 

would increase the three higher classes by oYer. 700. 
Mr. GHEENE of Vermont. Those numbers do not relate to 

the strength of the Arm~. The policy is entirely different. 
l\Ir. l\lcKENZIE. I think I can make plain ,to tb,e gentleman 

from Wisconsin that under the Army reorganization law we 
provided for certain grades in the Army and that there should 
be a certain percentage of noncommissioned officers in the vari
ous grades. 'Vlten we passed that law we provided that the 
maximum enlisted strength of the Army should not exceed 
280,000. The Secretary of War held that the language was 
not a limitation, but it was mandatory, and he began imme
diately to haYe the Army enlisted up to the full authorized. 
strength of 280,000, which was not the intent of Congress: · but 
the Army, in order to carry QUt that ·progr!l_J!l, pro~o!e~ . :i:ut~( 
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these various grades numbers of officers far in excess of what 
we have at the present time or what is contemplated by this 
bill. Then Congress took action and provided that we should 
not enlist beyond 17.5,000 men. When that act was passed by 
Congress the War Department immediately ceased promoting 
noncommissioned officers into these variolls grades. Then we 
cut the .Army to 150,000. Then we cut it down again to 125,000, 
in which the gentleman from Wisconsin was very largely instru
mental and exercised a good deal of influence in his argument
as I say, we ·Cut the Army to 12.5,000. Now, to carry out the 
percentages provided for in the original act we would have had 
perhaps a sufficient number of noncommissioned officers to 
handle the technical force, to take care of the ordnance depots, 
to take care of the flying machines and air service, to take care 
of the Signal Corps, and furnish the necessary noncommis
sioned officers of the several grades to go into the schools of 
the country and--

.!Ur. FIELDS. And for the National Guard. 
Mr. McKENZIE. Yes; for the National Guard. But, as my 

colleague from Vermont said, to bring those percentages down 
exactly to what it would have been .fur the Army of 125,000 
is to my mind ruinous to the Army, not only so far as the 
Army is concerned but to the schools where we send these 
young men of higher grades than the fourth. The great increase 
in this bill is in the third grade. As the gentleman well knows, 
in the first grade we have more noncommissioned officers now 
in this grade than- this bill will provide for. This bill will re
quire the demotion oi 680 men, and in doing this I can not help 
but think of the Navy in comparison when we _permit them to 
haYe their th<>usands in those grades. 

l\fr. STAFFORD. Why the necessity for increasing the three 
higher grades to nearly 750 more than what was in the 
service .Tune 30 last before there became effecti~ the limita
tion of 125,000 men in the Army? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Those officers were in the service. 
Mr. STAFFORD. In lower grades, it is true. 
Mr. 1\icKENZIE. No; in these higher grades. 
Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman does not challenge the 

statement I made on which I predicate my argument, and I 
again repeat that on June 30-not .July 1-1922, before the en
listed strength of 125,000 became effective, there were in the 
master sergeant's grade 1,277. There were in the second or 
:techniea.l or first sergeants' grade 3,129. There were in the 
third or staff sergeants' grade 2,663, or a total of 7,069. I hope 
my mathematics are correct. Now, you are proposing by this 
bill in those three grades a total number of 7,803, and I want 
to have some explanation of increasing this force by nearly 
750. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I do not know where the gentleman got 
his figures. But there ls one thing certain this bill does not 
increase the noncommissioned officers in the Army but is a de
crease in the number. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It does increase the numbers of these 
three higher grades. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Here is where the gentleman is disturbed 
and confused. Under the percentage bnsis in the Army re
organization law it- is true there would be an excess, bnt the fact 
is we eommissioned these men, they have been promoted, they 
are now being carried as surplus and have been carried as 
surplu.s. 

Mr. STAFFORD. No; that is no explanation at all That is 
not the fact and the gentleman can not escape the logic of my 
figures fUrnished to me by an officer of the Army Staff that on 
June 30 in these three higher grades there were 7,069, and 
under the bill as proposed, according to the gentleman's report, 
there will be 7 ,803, or nearly 800 more men in those higher 
grades at much higher salaries than now being paid. 

l\lr. McKENZIE. I will admit to tbe gentleman from Wis
consin that there will be an . increase in the three higher 
grades by adopting the percentages provided for in this bill 
over the old percentages, but there will not be an inc1·ease 
in the number of officers now in these grades. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman iB challenging the figures 
that were furnished me by an officer of the General Starr. 
If I am not correct in the statement I have made I am not 
at fault. If I am in error I want to be corrected. I am acting 
in good falth, in absolute good faith. I am accepting the fig
ures furnished me by the Army Staff. I suggest that the 
gentleman ask that the bill be passed for a few minutes and 
that in the meantime be call up the Army Staff and .find out 
the facts. If I am in error I will withdraw my opposition. 
Nothing could be fairer than that. 

l\1r. l\1c.KENZIE. Have you the report there? 
llr:. STAFFORD. I have tbe statistical report. 
l\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentl-eman does not wish to move 
that it be passed over, I will have to object. 

Mr. McKENZIE. If the gentleman wants to object I will 
leave it np to him. It is his responsibility. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will report 
the next bill. 
EXTENSION OF JURISDICTION OF MISSIS.sIPPI RIVER COMMISSIO:."l'. 

The next business <>n the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( H. R. 13459) extending the jurisdiction of the 
Mississippi River Commission and making available funds ap
propriated under authority of an act entitled "An act to provide 
for the control of the floods of tbe Mississippi River and of 
the Sacramento River. Calif., and for other purposes," ap
proved March 1. 1917, for the purpose of controlling the floods 
of the 1\fississippi River from the mouth of the Ohio River 
to Rock Island, Ill., and for the purpose of controlling the 
floods of the tributaries of the Mississippi River between the 
mouth ot the Ohio River and Rock Island, Ill., including levee 
protection and bank protection, in so far as said tributaries are 
affected by the flood waters of the Mississippi River. 

The title of the bill was read. 
Mr. KOPP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 

bill be passed over without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks 1Dlani:mous 

eonsent that this bill be passed over without prejudice. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Olerk will report the next bill. 

AUDITOR AND DEPUTY AUDITOR, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 3617) to fix the salaries of the auditor and 
deputy auditor of the Philippine Islands. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con

sideration of this bill? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving tbe right to object, 

I think we shou1d not at this time. at least not to-day. increase 
the permanent salaries of these officers. I ask unanimous con
sent that this bill go over for two weeks with-Ont prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani
mouse consent that this bill be passed over for two weeks with
out prejudice. Is there objecti-0n? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAJ{ER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

CLERKS TO MEMBERS OF CONGRl:SS AND IlELEGA'J'.ES. 

The next business on the Calendar for Ummimous Consent 
was the resolution (H. J. Re.s. 16) providing for pay to clerks 
to l\fembers of Congress and Delegates. 

The title of the resolution was read. 
Mr. BL...\NTON. Mr. Speaker, can we have this resolution 

reported? 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 16) providing for pay to clerks to Members 
of Congress and Delegates. 

Resolved, etc., That herea.!ter appropriations made by Congress far 
clerk hire for Members, Delegates, and Resident Commissioners shall 
be paid by the Clerk of the House of Representatives to one or two 
persons to be designated by each Member, Delegate, or Rei!ident Com
missioner, the names of sueh persons to be placed upon the roll of 
employees of the House of Representatives, together with the amount 
to l>e pajd each ; and Representatives, Delegates, and Resident Com
mi,ssioners elect to Congress shall likewise be entitled to make such 
designations: Provicl~a_, That such persons shall be subject to removal 
at any Ume by such Member, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner with 
or without cause. 

:Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
may I ask the gentleman from Illinois a question? 

Mr. IRELAND. Certainly. 
Mr. BLANTON. In what l'.'espect does this change the present 

law? 
l\.Ir. IRELAND. It makes no change wbateYer. I believ~ 

I have the floor, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. Yes. 
lllr. IRELAl~D. It simply makes permanent Jaw out of the 

present arrangement. Through an error in drawing the original 
bill passed in the Sixty-sixth Congre the present arrangement 
was not made permanent law. It simply continues in effect 
our present arrangement with-0ut any possibility of its being 
deviated from in the future or the necessity of a new bill being 
brought in covering the subject. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, if this becom~ permanent law and, 
say, there is a death among any 1 the clerks or employees, 
would this be placing him ~m the rQll per1D1U1en:tly? Would this 
pay . the usu.al six months' ·aJ ary to his . relatives and the .$250 
funeral expenses? 

• 
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Mr. IRELAND. If I may anticipate his thought, I think the 

gentleman is under a misapprehension, because that already 
obtains. This would not in any way affect that. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. But it makes it permanent law? · 
l\Ir. IRELAND. Yes. 
1\lr. BLANTON. It does not change their present remunera

tion in any way? 
Mr. IRELAND. No. 
l\lr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle

man yield? 
l\fr. IRELAND. Yes. 
l\Ir. ANDREWS of Nebraska. This would simply avoid the 

necessity of passing upon this same question time after time 
and year after year, making it permanent? 

l\lr. IRELAND. That very tersely and exactly expresses the 
situation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There wus no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the resolution. 
The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed. 
.On motion of Mr. IRELAND, a uotion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

BRIDGE ACROSS LI1TLE CALUMET RIVER, ILL. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 4031) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Little Calumet River, in Cook CountyJ State of 
Illinois, at or near the village of Riverdale, in said county. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 

this bill. 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill 
The Clerk read as follows: ' 
Be it enacted, eto. That the State of Illinois, the county of 9ook, or 

the city of Chicago, separately or jointly, its successors and a"Ss1gns. be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Little Calumet Ri".er at a 
point suitable to the interests of . navigation at o_r near the ~1llage of 
Riverdale, in Cook County, Ill., in accordance w1tl_I t he pro.visions of 
the act entitled "An act to regulate the consttuction of bridges over 
navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly Teserved. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
BRIDGE ACROSS KANKAKEE RIVER, ILL. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 4032) granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois, department of public works and buildings, 
division of highways, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Kankakee Rirnr, in 
the county of Kankakee, State of Illinois, between section 5, 
township 30 north, and section 32 township Sl north, range 13 
east of the third principal meridian. 

The title of the bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objec.tion to the present consider-

ation of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 

to the State of Illlnois, depat·tment of public works and buildings, di
vision of highways, to construct, maintain1 and ope1·ate a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Kankakee River, in the county of Kan
kakee, State of Illinois, between section 5, township 30 north, and 
section 32, township 31 north, range 13 east of the third principal 
meridian in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled "An act 
to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters," ap· 
proved March 23, 1906. . 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, ot• repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accord
ingly read the third time and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS KANKAKEE RIVER. ILL. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( S. 4033) granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois, department of public works and buildings, 
diYision of highways, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Kankakee River, in 
the county of · Kankakee, State of Illinois, between section 6, 
township 30 north, and section 31, township 31 north, range 12 
east of the third principal meridian. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAK,ER. Is there objectio11 to the present con idera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the b '. ll. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it en-acted, etc., That the consent of Congrnss is hereby granted 

to the State of Illinois, department of public works and buildings, di
vision of highways, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
approi.ches thereto across the Kankakee River, in the county of Kan
kakee, State of Illinois, between section 6, township 30 north, and 
section 311 township 31 north, range 12 east of the third principal 
meridian, m accordance with the provisions of the act entitled "An 
act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters," ap
proved l\farch 23. 1906. 

SBC. 2. That the right to alter, a.mend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ST. FRANCIS RIVER, MO. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 13195) granting the consent of Congress 
to the State highway commission of Missouri, its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and ap
proaches thereto across the St. Francis River, in the State of 
Missouri. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report tlle bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to 

the State highway commission of Missouri and its successors and as
signs to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the St. Francis River, at a point on the county line 
between Butler and Dunklin Counties. on the south line of section 3, 
township 22 north, range 8 east, in the State of Missouri, in accord
ance with the provi~ions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the 
construction of bridges over navigable waters," approved March 23, 
1906. Such bridge shall be a part of Federal aid project No. 212. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is expressly 
feserved. 

·with the following committee amendments: 
Page 1, line 7, after the word "point," insert the words "suitable 

to the interests of navigation." 
Page 2. line 3, after the figures " 1906," strike out the words 

"such bridge shall be a part of Federal-aid project No. 212." 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed ancl read 

a third time, and was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS COLORADO RIVER, YUMA, ARIZ. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( S. 4069) to authorize the construction of a rail
road bridge across the Colorado River near Yuma, Ariz. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Southern Pacific Railroad Co., a cor

poration of the States of California, Arizona, and New Mexico, its 
successors and assigns, be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct, 
maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Colorado River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, 
between School Hill, in the Yuma Indian Reservation, in Imperial 
County, State of California, and Penitentiary Hill, in the town of 
Yuma , Yuma County, State of Arizona, such bridge to be upstream and 
easterly from the present highway bridge across the Colorado River 
between said points. and to be constructed and maintained in accord
ance with tbe provisions of an act entitled "An act to regulate the 
construction of bridges over navigable waters," approved March 23, 
1906. 

SEc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accord
ingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAYDEN, a motion to reconsider the \Ote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE A.CROSS BIG SIOUX RIVER, S. DA.K. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 13000) granting the consent of Congress 
to the city of Sioux City, Iowa, and to Union County, in the 
State of South Dakota, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Big Sioux River at a 
point 21 miles north of the mouth of said river, between section 
14, to,vnship 89, range 48, Woodbury County, Iowa, and section 
15, township 89, range 48, Union County, S. Dak. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is. there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 

. 
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l\.Ir. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
direct attention to the fact that under the phraseology ot this 
bill the bridge will have to be erected at a point exactly 2! 
miles north of the mouth of said river. I assume that that is 
not intended, but that it is intended to authorize the con
struction of a ·bridge at fany convenient near-by point. So if it 
meets with the approval of the author of the bill or of the 
committee, I move to insert the word " about " after the wo:rd 
"point." 

l\1r. 1'1ILLER. ••At or n~r." 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, my attention is called to the 

fact that the Senate bill S. 4131, which has been messaged 
over to the House, contains the exact phraseology that I have 
suggested, and therefore I withdraw the reservation of -Objec
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I ask unanimous consent to substitute 

S. 4131 and consider it in the place of H. R. 13000. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani

mous consent to substitute the Senate bill S. 4131 for the House 
bill H. R. 13000. ls there objection 1 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted etc., That the consent of Congress 1s hereby granted 

to the city of Sioux City, Iowa, and to Union County, 1n the State of 
South Dakota, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and ap
proaches thereto across the .Big Sioux River at a point about 2t miles 
north of the mouth of said river, between section 14, township 89, 
range 48, Woodbury County, Iowa, and section 15, township 891 range 481 Uni<>n County, S. Dak., in accordance with the provisions or 
the act -entitled "An aet to regulate the construetton of bridges over 
navigable waters.," approved March 23, 1906. 

15EC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act ls hereby 
exp.ressly reserved. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
i·ead the third time and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended 
to conform to the amendment which has just been adopted to 
the text of the bill. 

There was no objection. 
By unanimous consent H. R. 13000 was laid on the table. 

SILVER SERVICE ON BATTLESHIP '~SOUTH OAROLINA." 

The next business on the Calendar for -Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( H. R. 13351) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy, in his discretion, to deliver to the Daugbters of the 
American Re>olution of the State of South Carolina the silver 
service which was used upon the battleship South Carolina. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider-

ation of the bill? 
There ·was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read as follows : 
Be it ena-0ted., etc., That the Se.cretary of the Navy is authorized, 

in his discretion, to deliver to the custody at the Daughters of the 
American RevolutiOn of the State of South Carolina, tor preservation 
and exhibition, the silver service which was presented by the State 
of South Carolina and used upon th~ battle1Shlp South Oarolina while 
the said battleship was in commission; Provided.1 Tllat no expense 
shall be incurred by the United States .for the delivery of such silver 
service. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of l\lr. BYllNES of South Oarollna, a motion to re-
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

DAM ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

Tbe next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 12777) granting the eonsent of Congress 
to the cities of Grand Forks, N. Dak., and East Grand Forks, 
Minn., or either of them, to construct, maintain, and operate 
a dam across the Red River of the North. 

The Clerk read the title of the blll. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider-

ation of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows; 
Be it e'liacted, ere., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 

to the cities of Grand Forks, N. Dak., and East Grand Forks, Minn., or 
either of them, to construct, maintain, ancl operate, at a point suitable 
to the interests of naT)aaiion, a dam acro.ss the Red River of the North 
at or near the cities of Grand Forks, N. Dak., and East G.rand Forks, 
'.Minn. : Provided., That the work shall not be commenced untll i:he plans 
therefor have been filed with and npproved by the Chief of Engineers. 
United States .Army, and by the Secretary of War: Pro'!Ji.ded further, 
That this act shall not be construed to authorize the use -0f such -dam 
to develop water powei· or generate electricity. 

t 
SEe. 2. That this act shall be null and void unless the actual con

£! rnc:tlo.n of this dam hereby authorized ts commenced within two years 
and completed within four years trom the date hereof 

SEC. 3. That the right to alter, ame.nd, or repeal tlus act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURTNEss, a motion to reconsider the >ote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF TIIE NORTH. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 13271) granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of N o.rtb Dakota and the State of Minnesota, the 
county of Pembina, N. Dalt., and the county of Kittson, Minn., 
or any one of them, to construct a bridge across the Red River 
of the North at or near the city of Pembina, N. Dak. 

The clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
Mr . ..BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, I .ask unanimous consent that 

the Senate bill S. 4133, which passed the Senate December 22, 
be substituted tor this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Daltota asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the 
House bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 
The Olerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto.l That the eonsent of CongreS:S is hereby granted 

to the State of Nortn Dakota and the State -0f Minnesota, the co1mty 
ot Pembina, N. Dak., and the county of Kittson,, Minn., or any one of 
them, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Red River of the North at a point suitable to the 
interests of navigation at or near the city of Pembina, N. Dak., and 
that the time for the commencement and CODl;J?letlon of such b.rldge. in 
accordance with the provisions of the act <entitled "An act to regnlnte 
the constructiOll <tf bridges over navigable waters," ai>proved March 23, 
1906, shall be commenced ~ithin one year and completed within three 
years, respectively, from the date · of approval hereof. 

S&c. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, in order to make the bill eon
iorm to the .report made by the Honse committee, I move to 
amend by -eliminatll:!g the W.Ord "" one " whe1·e it appears tn tbe 
phrase " or any one of them." 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 1, line 6, strike out the word " one." 
The amen<lment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, nnd 

was accordingly wad the third time and passed. 
Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, a similar change should be 

made in the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended 

to conform to the amendment adopted to the text. 
There was no objection. 
On motion of Mr. BURTNESS, a motion to reconsideT the vote 

by which the bill -was passed was laid on the tabie. 
SA.GIN.AW, SWAN CR-EEK, A.ND BLACK RIVER BAND QF CHIPPEWA 

INDIANS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 3184) to amend an act entitled ".A.n act 
for the relief of the Saginaw, Swan Creek, and Black lliver 
Band of Chippewa Indians in the State of Michigan, and for 
other purposes," ~pproved June 25, 1910. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. ls there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I think the 

House should have some information as to this bill, and par
ticularly as to the reason why the claims ha-ve not been prose
cuted in the Court of Glaims before this. As 1 read the bill and 
the report, it increases the maximum that they may be all-OWed 
for attorney fees. 

Mr . .BLANTON. l\Ir. Speaker, as I am going to object, I will 
object now. 

l\.Ir. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
from Texas to reserve his objection for a moment. 

l\fr. BLANTON. I have no objection to the gentleman's ask
ing to l'etain the bill in its place on the calendar. 

Mr. WOODRUFF.. I would like to gi-ve the Rouse some in
formation in regard to it. 

Mr. BLANTON. I took it for granted that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD] was going to object. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I did not say That I was going to object. 
Mr. BLANTON. Well, Mr. Sepaker, I will reserve the objec

tion. 



[923. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 1767 
1\Ir. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, the information which the 

gentleman from Wisconsin wishes I think I can supply. These 
Indians which this bill seeks to relieve are residents of my 
district, an<l I know the circumstances very well. I will say 
that since the act of 1910 was passed they have been trying to 
:find some competent Indian attorney who would take the case 
on the terms offered in the bill, which was a maximum fee of 
$10,000, but were unable to do so. We have had a long con
ference with the Indian Affairs Commissioner, who has agreed 
to the provisions of the bill as presented here. The bill as it is 
written provides that the claim roust be filed within three 
years. Further, the bill permits the Court of Claims to fix the 
amount to be paid to the attorneys in the case, but limits it in 
any event to $25,000. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. How many of these Indians still survive? 
l\Ir. WOODRUFF. Several hundred. 
l\fr. STAFFORD. Do they live in tribal relations? 
l\1r. WOODRUFF. No; they are all law-abiding, self-respect

ing citizens of the United States. 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. What is the nature of their clairos? 
Ur. WOODRUFF. The daims arose when they lived under 

tribal relations. · 
Mr. STAFFORD. What is the nature of the claims? 
l\1r. WOODRUFF. It is for the nonfulfillroent of contracts 

entered into with the United States Government. 
l\1r. STAFFORD. What is the total amount of the claims? 
Ur. WOODRUFF. I do not know. 
l\!r. STAFFORD. It would amount to more than $250,000? 
Mr. WOODRUFF. I should think it would be very much 

more than that. 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. Have they any other claims against the 

Government? 
l\Ir. WOODRUFF. Not to my knowledge. 
l\fr. STAFFORD. These old, musty claims should not be 

r,evived; but if they have any real claims against the Govern
ment, they ought to be given an opportunity to establish them. 

l\Ir. WOODRUFF. I quite agree with the gentleman, and for 
that reason introduced this bill 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the statement of the gentle
man from l\Iichlgan that they were unable to get a competent 
attorney to look after their rights is a satisfactory explanation 
in answer to my inquiry, and I ·withdraw my reservation of an 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to· the con, ideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the act of June 25. 1910, 

entitled "An act for the relief of the Saginaw, Swan Creek and 
Black River Band of Chippewa Indians in the State of Michlgan

4 and for other purposes," be, and hereby is, amended so as to reaa 
as follows: 

" SEC. 2. That upon the final determination of such suit or suits 
the Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to decree the fees to be 
paid to the attorney or attorneys employed by the Saginaw, Swan 
Creek, and Black River Band of Chippewa Indians, and the same 
shall be paid out of any sum or sums found due the said l>and of 
Indians." 

With the following committee amendment: 
Strike out all of section 2 of the bill and insert in lieu thereof the 

following: 
"That any suit or suits under this act shall b-e begun within three 

years after passage hereof by the filing of a petition to be verified 
by the attorney or attorneys employed .by the claimant Indians under 
contract approved by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis
sioner of Indian Affairs, in accordance with &isting law. Tbe com
pensation to be paid such attorney or attorneys shall be determined 
by the Court of Claims and shall not exceed the sum of 10 per cent 
of the amount of the judgment recovered, and in no event shall such 
fee or fees exceed the sum of $25,000, and the same shall be paid out 
of any sum or sums found to be due the Indians." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed ancl read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
J"GDICIAL DISTRICTS, STATE OF INDIANA. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 8573) to create two judicial districts within 
the State elf Indiana, the establishment of judicial divisions 
therein, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pre ent considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. STEVENSON. Reserving the right to object, it seems 

to me that as we have just had a reorganization of the judicial 
di tricts of the country and added some 25 judges, I do not 
understand if this was a pressing case why it was not pro
vided for in that instance. I should like to look into the 
matter if the gentleman will let it go over until the next 

, unanimous-consent day. 

Mr. HICKEY. Mr. Speaker, I think after the gentleman 
hears the explanation he will not object to it. The reason 
this was not included in the Walsh bill was in order that we 
might establish a judicial code, so to speak, for the State of 
Indiana, have the State divided into districts and also into 
divisions. It was felt that to include this bill in the regular 
bill might P-OSSibly complicate the matter to some extent. At 
this time Indiana has but one judge and one judicial district. 
Its population is about 3,000,000 people. :rt is the tenth lai·gest 
State in point of population in the United States and the 
eleventh so far as resources are concerned. It is a State with 
a great many railroads. Nearly every railroad that enters 
Chicago from the East crosses its surface. Under the present 
system, established in 1838, we have but one judge and one 
district. 

The people residing in the northern part of the State, which 
is densely populated, and which bas a large number of indus
trial concerns and a great many interests of various kinds, 
must go to Indianapolis, a distance of more than 150 miles, 
with all of their litigation, whether it be important or trivial. 
The pm·pose of this bill ls to correct that situation. I also call 
his attention, and the attention of the Members of the House, 
to the fact that other States have been amply provided for, 
including the State of the gentleman from South Carolina, with 
judicial facilities. In his State, which has a population of 
1,683,724, there are two judges and two districts. In Alabama, 
with a population of 2,384,174, there are three judges and 
three districts, and I might go on and enumerate in each 
State the provisions that have been made to take care of the 
Federal business of the State. Taking the northern part of 
Indiana, I call attention to the faet that located there are the 
great steel industries, the Studebaker automobile manufactur
ing concern, the Oliver Chill Plow Co., and other Jarge inter
ests. In a very small territory we have more than 600,000 
population, which ls two districts. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman explain why this addi
tional judge was not included in the judges bill that we passed 
at the last session of Congress? 

Mr. HICKEY. Yes; because the additional judge would do us 
no good unless we had the State divided into districts and di
visions. We would then be compelled, as we are now, to go to 
Indianapolis with all of our Federal law matters. 

Mr. TILSON. Was Indiana put in as one of the States that 
needed an additional judge? 

Mr. HICKEY. Indiana was not included in that bill, but this 
bill was considered by Mr. WALSH, as chairman of the sub
committee, who had charge of the other bill, and was considered 
by the judicial committee, and a unanimous report was made 
to this House after the passage of the other bill. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. IDCKEY. Yes. 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Is the gentleman from Indiana 

[Mr. MooREs] in favor of this bill? 
Mr. HICKEY. Mr. MOORES, I dare say, is opposed to the 

bill. He lives in Indianapolis, and I dare say he is opposed to 
the bill. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It seems to me that he ought 
to be here when the bill is considered. 

l\1r. HICKEY. Tb~ bill has been on the calendar for sQme time. 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. He has just left the Foreign 

Affairs Committee. I have been trying to find out where he is. 
I think the gentleman better ask to have the bill go over with
out prejudice, else I shall have to object. 

:Mr. STEVENSON. That is the situation which I mean. I 
do not care anything about it myself, but I ask not to let it be 
passed because the gentleman wanted to be heard about it. I 
have no objection to the bill being passed over without prejudice, 
but unless that can be done I shall object to its consideration. 

Mr. HICKEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

Tbe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent to pass the bill over without prejudice. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
BOARD OF REGENTS, SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was S. J. Res. 258, providing for the filling of a vacancy in 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of the 
class other than Members of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objecti-0n to the present considera
tion of the Senate joint resolution? 

Mr. EiTAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask some member of the Committee on the 
Library who Mr. Irwin B. Laughlin is, whom it is intended ~ 
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appoint in place of the late Alexander Graham Bell As no 
one seems to be here from that committee, I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution may be passed over without preju
dice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

PU "ISHMENT OF ASSAULT ON MAIL CARRIERS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill S. 2573, to amend section 198 of the act of March 
4, 1909, entitled "An act to codify, revise, aml amend the penal 
laws of the United States, as amended." 

The SPFlAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

Mr. STAFFORD. l\lr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I notice in examining the statute which was in force before the 
amendments of May 18, 1915, and July 28, 1916, which this bill 
seeks to reincorporate, that instead of its being " shall willfully 
or maliciously assault" it was "and maliciously assault." There 
is a great difference in respect to the crime of assault, if it be 
willful without cause or provocation, and if it be willful and 
malicious. Can any gentleman from the Committee on the 
Post Office furnish some information as to whether that is 
intentional or not? 

I hear no response, and under the circumstances, l\Ir. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed O\er without 
prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani
mous consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

PI IBY BRANCH RO.AD. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( S. 1066) to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District o.f Columbia to close Piney Branch Road between Sev
enteenth and Taylor Streets and Sixteenth and Allison Streets 
N"W., rendered useless or unnecessary by reason of the opening 
and extension of streets called for in the permanent highway 
plan of the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion .of this bill? 
Mr. STAFFORD. l\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

this bill may be passed over without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE ESCAUBIA RIVER NEAR FERRY PASS, FLA. 

The next business in order on the Unanimous-Consent Calen
dar was the bill (H. R. 13403) to authorize the State Road De
partment of the State of Florida to construct, maintain and oper
ate a bridge across the Escambia River near Ferry Pass, Fla. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The C1erk read as follo"·s: 
Be it enacted, etc., That authority is hereby granted to the State 

Road Department of the State of Florida, its successors and assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
aero s Escambia River, Fla., and its bibutaries, betwe€"n Pensacola and 
Milton, near Ferry Pass, Fla., in accordance with the provisions of the 
act entitled "An act to regulate thP construction of bridges over naviga
ble waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows : 
Page 1, line 7, after the word •·Florida," insert the words "at a 

point suitable to the interests of navigation." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SMITHWICK, a motion to reconsider the 

vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE GREAT PEE DEE RIVER, SOUTH CAROLIN A. 

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent was the bill (S. 4172) to authorize the building of a 
bridge across the Great Pee Dee River in South Carolina. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of this bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc. That the counties <>f Marlboro and Darlington 

be, and they a1·e hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge and approaches tbereto across tbe Great Pee Dee River at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation and at or near Society 
Hill, in Darlington County, S. C .. in accordance with the prnvisions 
of the act entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly rese1·ved. 

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read the 
1 third' ti~e, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF REM.ARKS. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks on H. R. 3184. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from l\Iichigan? [After a pause.] The Chair bears 
none. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ROCK RIVER .A.T ROCKFORD, ILL. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 13474) granting the consent of Congress to 
the county of Winnebago, the town of Rockford, and 'the city 
of Rockford, in said county, in the State of Illinois to con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approache~ thereto 
across the Rock River. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
. The S~EAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the con ent of Congress ts hereby aranted 

to the cou_nty ?f Winneba~o, the town of Rockford, and the "'city of 
Rockford, rn said county, m the State of Illinois to construct main
~in, and oper~te a .bridge· and approaches thereto across the Rock 
River, at a pomt smtable to the interests of navigation on the ex
tension. of Auburn Street in said city of Rockford, and 1~ section 13, 
township 44 north, range 1 east, of the thfrd principal meridian in 
the county of Winnebago and State of Illinois, in accordance with' the 
provisions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the construction of 
bt•idges over navigable waters," approved March 23 19()6. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeai this act is hereby 
expressly reserv('d. 

Mr. HILL. l\Ir. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of asking unanimous consent to address the 
House out of order for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani
mous consent to address the House out of order for 10 minutes. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. May I inquire upon what sub
ject? 

l\lr. HILL. On the subject of the recent reflections upon the 
House of Representatives in reference to certain charges. 

l\Ir. SANDERS of Indiana. I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 

Iowa. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 

time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of l\lr. FULLER, a motion to reconf?ider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
APPOINTMENT OF MANAGERS OF THE NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED 

VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Con ent 
was a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 261) for the appointment 
of three members of the board of managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con

sideration of the joint resolution? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That James W. Wadsworth, of New York; H. H. l\Iark

ham, of California; and W. S . .Albright, of Kansas, be, and they are 
hereby, appointed members of the Board of Managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers oi the United States, to succeed 
James W. Wadsworth, of New Yo1·k; H. H. Markham, of California i. 
and W. S. Alb1;gbt, of Kansa , who e terms of <>ffice expire Apri 
21, 1922. 

The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 
read the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE A.CROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, ST. PAUL, MINN. 

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent was the bill (H. R. 13511) granting the con ent of Con
gress to the city of St. Paul, Minn., to construct a bridge across 
the Mississippi RiYeI'. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of this bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the consent ot Congress is hereby granted 

to the city oi St. Paul, Minn., and its successors and assigns, to con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Mississippi River at a point suitabJE> to the interests of navigation 
at or near the point where Robert Street. in said city of St. Paul, 
crosses the Mississippi River, in the county of Ramsey, in the State of 
Minnesota, in accordance with the provisions of the act en titled "An 
act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters," ap
proved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 
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The bill was -ordered fto be eilgro sed and read the tlrl:rd lime, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, a motion t.o recon
sider the vote by -which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 
SETTING ASIDE CERT.A.IN LANDS, QUINAULT INDIAN RESERVATION, 

WASH., TOR LIGHTHOUSE PUBPOlilEB. 

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous 
Consent. was the bill (H. R. 11475) to authorize the setting aside 
of certain tribal lands within the Quinault Indian Reservation 
pi Washington for lighthouse purposes. 

The Clerk re.ad the title of the bill. 
The . SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to this 

bill being considered, but do oot waive .the right to !\ave it con
sidered in the Committee of the Whole1House on the state of 
the Unl-0n. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
wishes this considered in the Committee of the Whole House? 
Is there objection to the consideration of this bill in the Com
mittee of the Who.le House on the state .of the Union 1 [A.fter 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Accordingly tbe House resolved itself into tbe Committee of 
the Whole House -0n the state -0f the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 1147'5, with Mr. TILSON in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union f-Or the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 11475, which the ·Olerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 11475) to a.uthol'iz'e the setting .aside of certain. tribal 

lands within the Quinault Indian Reservation in Washington for light
house purposes. 

J.\1r. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, _[ ask unanimous consent 
that the .:first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

1.1he OHME.MAN. Is there -0bjection? {After a pause.] Th~ 
· Ohair hears none. 

J.\1r. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I demand recognition. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland ls recog

nized for one hour. 
l\1r. LINTIDOUM. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

from Maryland rise? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. I make the point of order there is no 

quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN~ The Chair will count. {After counting.] 

Ninety gentlemen are present--
Mr. SANDERS of Indian.a. I move that the .committee rise, 

and on that I ask for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
The committee .again divided; .and the tellers (Mr. SANDERS 

of Indiana and Mr. LINTHl.CUM) reported that thei·e were-
ayes 2, noes 102. So the .commlttee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum of the committee is present. 
l\Ir. HILL. J.\1r. Chairman and gentlemen of the com

mittee-
Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise for information. 

I want to propound a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHA.IBM.AN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yi-eld 

for that purpose 'l 
Mr. HILL. Not until later. 
J.\1r. STEVENSON. I would like to find out upon what this 

whole discussion is to be had. 
The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, that is not a 

parliamentary inquiry. [Laughter.] _ 
Mr. HILL. J.\1r. Chairman and ,gentlemen of the committee 

I shall be very glad to be interrnpted for questions after pr~ 
aenting this matter to the Bouse, but I should prefer not to 
yield until after I have gone over tbe matters which I wish to 
present to you. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the reverend and learned 
Ootton Mather, D. D., writing the church history of New Eng
land in 1696, made some observations which are very pertinent 
and relevant to the situation existing at the present time in this 
House. Said he: 

In the year 1654 a certain windmill tn the low countries, whirling 
round with extraordinary violence, by reason -0t a violent storm then 
blowing, the stone at length by its rap.id motion became so intensely hot 
as to fire the mi.U, from whence the fiames, being dispersed by the high 
winds, did set a -whole town on fire. But I can tell my reader that 
about 20 y-ears before this there was n whole country in America ll''ke 
to be set on fire by the rapM m~tton of a windmill !l.n the head of one 
putlcular man. • • • Who, being a preacher that had Jess light 
than tire m him, both by his own sad examttlet preached unto us the 
danger of that evil which the apostle mentions m Romans x : 2. They 
bave a zeal. but not· according to koowledge. 

Nearly 300 years after the events recorded by Doctor Mather, 
t.o be exact, on December 20, 1922, and agu~ on .January 9, 

!1923,- the Hon. ·.Mr. UPSHA w, of Georgia, a Member of this 
House, made certain charges against Members of this House, 
against Sen.a.to'rs of the United States, against governors of 
the soveTeign States, and -others upon whom the responsibility 
of American government rests, the character of those charges 
being clearly dese-ribed in the f ollowi.n.g words of the Columbia 
Sentinel, th,e paper of the late Senator Thomas E. Watson. I 
quote the exact words of an editorial in th.at paper as presented 
to this House last week. In an ad-dress by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. UPsHA w] these are the words of the late Senator 
Watson's editorial in his paper, the spirit of Senator Watson 
still speaking through that paper: 

UPSHA w's advice to the men .. higher up " is good sense, sound law 
a™1 wholeoom~ honesty. If public officials themselves vi-olate one ol. 
our laws, what right have they to jail the average man for commit
ting the same sin 'l 

Mr. UPSHAw's charge 1s .not a mere exhortation to Christmas 
piety. It is a definite charge, and it is made as a definite 
charge, an<l it has gone throughout the whole United States as 
a charge that we l\lembers of Congress violate the laws that 
we are sworn to defend. These charges, gentlemen of the 
House, are not charges which should be broadcasted over the 
United States unchallenged. The time has come, my colleagues, 
when we should consider the position of this House in refer
ence to criticisms that are made throughout the Nation. Proper -
criticism is right; but we should resent criticism that is not 
based on facts. I repeat, gentlemen, these charges are not 
ffiarges that should be broadcasted over the United St.ates un- _ 
challenged. I might say in passing that I telephoned to the 
office of Mr. UPSHA w this morning and said I proposed to take 
up this matter as soon as possible. 

On January 9 the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UPSHAW] 
said here in this House concerning his charge of December 20: 

When I made that inn-0cent and well-intentioned little .speech only 
13 minutes long, I did not dream that it would carry its honest 
message in flaming beadlines on tbe fl'ont page of nearly every great 
daily and country paper in America. 

That is the estimation by the gentleman from Georgia of 
what he has done in his little 13-minute speech. · And the gen
tleman from Georgia gloated over the fact tiul.t his "message 
in flaming headlines n had branded you and me, l\fembe:i:s of 
this House, indiscriminately as hypocrites and violators of the 
laws made by this House for the Government of this Nation. 

I wonder where the gentleman from Georgia got those words, 
"Message in flaming headlines"? Was he thinking of a :flam
ing cross on a Mer Rouge (La.) hilltop? 

They made me think of Cotton Mather's l1Uma.n windmill; 
and they made me think of other reflections of Cotton Mather 
relating to that same human win-dmill. 

Ootton Mather said : 
And that which increased 1n them the susolcion of his m character 

was partly,, indeed, his refusing to communicate with the church or 
Boston • • • which the New England reformers thought then 
would be to carry the matter as far beyond their sense as the vulga\" 
translatlo~ has done to the text of Luke 15: 8 where, instead of 
"everrit dommn," she swept the house, it reads •1 evertit domem," or 
she overset U. 

I think the gentleman from Georgia in trying to sweep the 
house of prohibition has helped to "overset it," for if, as he 
says, governors, Members of Congress, Senators, and other high 
officials deride the eighteenth amendment and violate. the. V-01-
stead Act, certainly that shows that the American people, who 
elect these same high officials, -consider the Volstead Act as a 
joke. If they did not, would they elect such law-violating 
officials? 

So the gentleman from Georgia ha~ raised an upsetting di
lemma. If his flaming charges are true, the Volstead Act, being 
obsolete to the Nation's high officials, should be repealed. I1. 
his charges are not true, he should· admit that with mo:re zeal 
than knowledge he has branded y<m and me as lawbreaker . 

But, in the words of Cotton Mather, I can tell my hea.rers 
that about 30 years ago the whole of America was likely to be 
set on fire by the. rapid motion of a windmill in the head of one 
particular man, the Hon. Thomas E. Watson, of Georgia, a 
Member of this House. He made general charges against the 
l\fembers of this House, which I read into the RECORD on De
cember 30, 1"922. 'l'he House found he had spoken with more 
zeal than knowledge and that his charges "constituted an un
warranted assault upon the honor and dignity of the House 
and that such publication has the miqualified disapproval ot 
the House." 

I ask your especial attention to this, because these words 
which r shall read to you are not the words of an exh-0rter 
·ea11ing you from the illicit practices which in his opinion .are 
being pursued, but they are from a man who pecifically charges 
that you Members of the House of Representativ~s violate the 
laws. 
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I have followed the Watson case in a resolution, which I shall 
read to you, as follows : 

Whereas in a newspaper release of December 20, 1922, purporting to 
have been written by Hon. WILLIAM DAVID UPSHAW, Of Georgia, a 
Member of the House of Representatives, the following charges ap
peared: 

" The people-the plain people--have cumulative evidence "-
Evidence is not testimony. Evidence is that which convicts

" that some of these 'conferrin~' governors and many other high ofil
cials do not prac ~ ice the prohibition enforcement which they preach to 
others. 

" Let these governors, led by the President and Vice President of the 
United States and all the Members of the Cabinet1 walk out in the open 
and lift their han d.;:; before high heaven and taKe a new oath of al
legiance to the whole Com;titutlon and the American fiag : let them 
sacredly declare that, regardless of what their tastes and practices 
have been, they will never again-

My colleagues, you can not take an oath never again to do 
a thing tmless you admit you have previously done it-
they will never again-

.And llere is what you are charged with all through the head
lines, as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UPSHA w] boasts, of 
every paper throughout this country in flaming messages of fire. 
Here is what you are charged with-
they will never again build up a bootlegger's barbarous business by 
driuking any form or any amount of illicit liquors-

There is such a thing in this world, thank heaven, at the 
present time, as legal and licit liquor, but this is about illicit 
liquor-
at any dinner or any function or in any "ballroom or back alley." 
Let every Member of Congress and every United States Senator follow 
suit; and 

Wherea s tbe said Hon. WILLIAM DAVID UPSHAW, on December 20, 
1922, reiterated the same on the floor of the House ; and 

Whereas, in a newspa per release, on · January 9, 1923. r eiterated the 
same day on t he floor of the House, the following additional charges 
wern made by t he sa id Mr. UPSHA w : 

" And as for Members of this House, God knows I find no pleasure 
in t his disclosure, but the bright dau~hter of one of the best men in 
Congress said to me: 'We are with you. I wish you could stop liquor 
selling and drinking in this House Office Building.' " 

And liquor selling is a violation of more than one law in the 
District of Columbia-

! wish you could stop liquor selling and drinking in this House Office 
Building. 

In other words, that building, which has been erected by the 
Nation in orrler that we may do our work, is being slandered as 
being the temple of illicit buying and selling of liquor. 

And here is a signed Z.etter that sa·ys: 
------. a professional bootlegger, told me a year ago, "The 

Rous<> Offi ce Building furnishes my best customers, and as long as those 
'blankety-blanks ' "-

M;v colleagues, he is referring to you and me. Those are the 
wor.1s of Brother UPSHA w, quoting his bootlegger, and not my 
words. Says Brother UPS HA w's bootlegger-
" as long as those ' blankety-blanks ' keep buying I am going to keep on 
selling." I have reported him several times, but they let him pay a 
fine and he goes right back to bootlegging. He does nothing else. 

We know the situation with reference to exhortation by 
the Representative from Georgia, but in every little church 
on Main Street, in every little hamlet in this country, that mes
sage has gone to tell the world that you Members of the House, 
whether you voted straight for prohibition and live straight 
for prohibition, are hypocrites and Jaw \'iolators. 

I want to make the public statement right here that I have 
two daughter , but one of them is only 2 and the other one 
only 6, and neither one of my daughters made that statement 
to UPSH .. Hr's bootlegger. 

Then comes a quotation from the Columbia Sentinel, the 
late Senator \Vatson's paper, which shows the intent of these 
charges: 

The Columbia Sentinel, the paper of the late Senator Thomas E. 
Watson, enjoying a national circulation, and now editert by the brilliant 
former secreta ry ot Senator 'Vatson, Grover C. Edmonson , says : 

" UPSHAw' s advice to the men 'higher up' is good sen e, sound 
law, and wholesome honesty. If public officials themselves violate 
one of our laws, what right have they to jail tl:}e average man for 
committing the same sin 7" And 

" Whereas t he publica t ion of said chages, if unt rue, are a grave 
wrong to thi body, a nd if true, the responsibility should be placed 
where it belongs ; 

" Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of the House be directed 
to investigate a nd r eport to the House whettier said charges are 
true, and, if unt rue, whether the said Hon. WILLIAM DAVID UPSHAW 
has violated the orivile~es of the House, and their recommendations 
relative t o the sa me : R esoZ ved fttrther, That said Judicia ry Commit 
tee have leave to sit during the sessions of the House, to send for 
persons and papers, to sw ear witnesses, and to compel their attend
ance." 

Gentlemen, if these charges are true, the knell of prohibition 
has sounded, because it shows that the law is a joke. If these 
charges are not true, we should vindicate the honor of this 
House. I shall move the previous question on this resolution 
a.t the earliest possible occasion. 

The gentleman from Georgia has called me the "wet nur e" 
of the House. I accept the title with gratitude. He has placed 
me in the class with that great protagonist of civilizaton-the 
wolf that suckled Romulos and Remus, and that has come 
down through the ages embalmed in bronze. 

. But as a Member of this House I esteem its honor more than 
bronzed fame; and so to-day I demand that the gentleman from 
Georgia prove his charges true or untrue before the Judiciary 
Committee. And in confidence I will say to you I have neYer 
had a drink, licit or illicit, with any member of the .Judiciary 
Committee at any time in any place. [Applause and laugi1ter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
B e it enacted, etc. , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized to set aside for lighthouse purposes lot 5 in section 
13 a n<l lot 1 in section 24, township 21 north, range 13 west of Wil
lamette meridian, within the Quinault Indian Reservation iii Wash
ington, containing a total of 43.20 a cres : Prov-ided, That the Secre
tary of Commerce shall pay the Indians therefor, from the appro
priation for the general expenses of the Lighthouse Service for the 
fiscal year in which this reservation is made, such price for the lands 
set aside hereunder as may be agreed upon by the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Commerce: Pro·vided further, That the 
funds thus derived shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the Indians of the Quinault Reservation and 
shall be subject to expenditure for their benefit in such manner as the 
Secretary of the Interior may deem for their best interests. 

S:mc. 2. That there is hereby reserved for t he use and benefit of the 
Indians of the Quinault Reservation in common all oil. gas, coal, or 
other minerals in the lands set aside hereunder for lighthouse pur
poses, and the right to prospect for and mine these commodities under 
such rules and re~ulations as may be agreed upon by the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Secretary of Commerce. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Page 2, line 7, after the word " Reservation," strike out the words 

"and shall be subject to expenditure for their benefit in uch manner 
as the Secretary of the Interior may deem for their best interests." 

The aniendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 

do now rise and report the bill back to the House with the 
recommendation that the amendment be agreed to and that the 
bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. Trr.soN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
11475) to authorize the setting aside of certain tribal lands 
within the Quinault Indian Reservation in Washington for 
lighthouse purposes, had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with an amendment, with the recommendation 
that the amendment be agreed to and that the bill as amended 
do pass. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendment to the final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The qQestion is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read. 

a third time, and was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. SNYDEB, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

WEST FORK OF SOUTH BRANCH OF CHICAGO RIVER. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 3177) declaring a portion of the West Fork of 
the South Branch of the Chicago River, Cook County, IlJ., to 
be a nonna vigable stream. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker. 
l\1r. STAFFORD. I do not intend to object to the bill, but 

I think there should be some explanation before it passes the 
objection stage, because of the importance of the bill. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. 1\fr. Speaker, I think this bill 
ought to be explained to the House. So far as I know, there 
is no opposition to it, but it is a very important proposition. 
I do not want to be prolix, or to take too much time with it, 
but I will state briefly what it is. 

The Chicago River extends west from Lake Michigan about 
half a mile and then divides into two branches, one of which 
runs north and the , other of which runs south. The South 
Branch runs south about three miles and a half and then divides 
into two branches. The West Branch runs west about 8 miles 
to a high divide that separates the waters of the Chicago River 
and the Des Plaines River, forming a sort of watershed there. 
Many, many years ago travelers coming up the Illinois River 
from Mississippi came up the Des Plaines River, and then car-
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ried their canoes, their furs, and other freight from one water Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield? 
pool to another, and finally got -into the Chicago River over Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes. 
this old trail. Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I have not read the hearings, 

It was -abandoned. The last travel over it that we know but I would like to ask the gentleman if the people of Chicago 
anything about was early in the. last century. -· But for 150 object to it? 
years it was a pretty well marked trail. After that it de- Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. No; this bill was introduced by 
generated into a sort of meandering watercourse that ran the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCORMICK], and a similar bill 
through the prairies with very little water in it for about 7 was introduced in the House by Mr. MICHAELSON, a Representa
rniles of length. Some years after it was abandoned two men, tive from Illinois. We had all the representatives of the city, 
who owned land along its course, drained the swamp lands the sanitary district, and the State of Illinois before us, and 
by constructing a drainage ditch along the line of this old there was no objection made to this particular propositicn. 
watercourse, called the Ogden ditch. That was abandoned, Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Was notice given to the 
and to-day in this part of the stream in some _places you can people? 
hardly see the channel at all, and at other places the old Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. · It was, it was advertised in the 
channel is full of sewage which runs into it from the inter- papers ; we had news articles in the papers; we sent letters 
se~ting sewers. This makes places that breed disease, and to everybody who had ever written us about it; and we were 
this part of the river is of no account for navigation at all. extremely careful on that point because the gentleman from 
Numerous committees of Congress have been out to look at it, Illinois [Mr. DENISO "] and I both are, as you know, firm advo
and all have decided that it is not a navigable stream and is cates of water transportation, and we are not going to do uny
of no importance. thing that is going to let a useful watercourse be filled up if 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question we can help it. 
for information? Mr. STEPHENS. Who will own this property whe:µ it is 

Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Illinois. Yes. declared nonnavigable and filled up? 
Mr. BLANTON. Is a stream navigable until it is· declared so? l\1r. GRAHAl\f of Illinois. Under the law of Illinois the rule 
Mr. GRAHA.l\I of Illinois. Yes. is this: Where a stream is navigable and is abandoned as a 
l\lr. BLANTON. Has this stream ever been declared navi- navigable stream the abutting landowners acquire title to the 

gable, or is it so by reason of some other facts? middle of the thread of the old channel. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. The Supreme Court of Illinois, l\lr. STEPHENS. Then the abutting landowners will re-

in a recent case, the Economy Light & Power Co. case, held that ceive the benefit of this? 
originally this branch of the river was navigable, and com- Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Illinois. They will. 
mented on the fact that fur traders and the voyageurs had, for l\lr. STEPHENS. Then they are particularly interested in 
150 years, crossed that part of the country, because it was the it? 
most available way to get to the Mississippi River. l\Ir. GRAHAM of Illinois. No; we had no representations 

l\Ir. BLANTON. The gentleman will realize that with ref- from any of them. 
erence to a stream that is navigable there are certain public l\Ir. STEPHENS. Would it not benefit them t9 the extent of 
rights concerning which the whole people are interested. millions of clollars? 

l\1r. GRAHAM of Illinois. Absolutely. 
Mr. BLANTON. To declare a stream nonnavigable by Con- l\ir. GRAHAM of Illinois. Let me explain. The movement 

gress, if there were such rights as were valuable, would take comes from the city of Chicago. They propose to run Blue 
away the rights from the people. I sland Awnue, which is one of the principal avenues of the 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I understand, and there is no cit~', right down over the line of this old ditch, clear through 
man in this House that is more insistent on water navigation into the western part of the city toward a zoological· garden, 
than am I. and to make a great highway of what to-day is a stinking, 

Mr. BLANTON. Is this stream the only source of carrying offensiYe stream that is of no value. The plan, the movement, 
off and removing the sewage of that locality? seems to have originated in the authorities of the city of Chi-

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. No; if· the local authorities could ca~lor . . STEPHENS. 
fill up the old watercourse they would construct intersecting n ~ Yet this land would not go to the city of 
sewers into the Chicago Drainage Canal, which runs 1,500 feet Chicago? 
south and in a parallel course to this stream its entire length. Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. The city will get it by condenma-

The Committee on Interstate and U'oreign Commerce, knowing tion proceedings. 
this was a somewhat important bill, and it being located in Mr. S'l'EPHENS. And it will have to pay the abutting 
the center of the city of Chicago, sent a subcommittee there, con- property owners? 
sisting of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DENISON] and myself, l\1r. GRAHAM of Illinois. It is willing to do that. 
to look into it. We held hearings in the Federal building for Mr. STEPHENS. How much will that amount to? 
three-days. We notified eYerybody, the State, the city, the sani- Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I do not know. The land on either 
tary district, and everybody concerned, and had extensive hear- side of this old ditc!J is not improved very much at this time. 
ings, which have been pri,nted. We have gone into the law as People will not move in there and construct buildings or mnnu
far as we can go. We satisfied ourselves about the facts. This facturing institutions; and j.ust what ~e land is worth, I _do 
stream is not navigable; it is of no importance as a navigable not kn~w. H?wever, the cit! of Ch.icago, by condemn3:tion 
stream; it will never be of any importance, because near it is proceedmgs, will. have t? acq_mre the ~ght of way. Sometimes 
the sanitary district canal, 23 feet deep on the average. 250 the new . r<;>ad '~ill b.e nght m the middle of the old channel, 
feet broad, sufficient to carry all navigation that may at any a~1d somet.1mes it . will cut across cor?ers, and so on; but the 
time come up that river. So there is no reasonable. objection I c~ty of Ch~c~go will have to pay for it, and the people of that 
to it. The State of Illinoi~. which ordinaril:v insi~ts strenu- city are w1llrng to do that. 
ously on keeping all streams intact, is not o~ffering any par- Mr. WILLIAMSON. In what portion of Chicago is this 
ticular objection. 1 stream? 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? l\lr. GRAHAM of Illinois. It is in the southwest section. It 
l\fr. GRAHAl\1 of Illinois. Certainly. - runs out toward the village of Des Plaines. 
Mr. BLANTON. I do not know anything about this stream; Mr. ~WILLI~MSON. Does it connect up with the canal or 

I do not know its width or its availability for redemption as the Chicago Rn-er? 
far as property rights are concerned; but suppose it c~uld Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes; in the south part of the city, 
be filled up and reclaimed and become valuable property. As down about Thirty-ninth Street, the Chicago River forks. The 
it is now, no one has any property rights concerning a navigable w~st fork runs in a. southwesterly direc~ion about 7 or 8 
stream. If you remove that obstacle and declare it nonnaviO"able miles toward Des Plallles. For about a mile and a half west 
and it should be taken o'er and filled up and made valuable of the fork of the river the river .might be used for some 
property, some people· might get the benefit of it. That is what navigable purposes. At that point, a mile and a half west of 
I had in mind. the fork and extending south from the river to the Sanitary 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. As a matter of fact, in some places District Canal, i a collateral channel, as it is called, of the 
you can step across it, and in some places you can hardly see Sanitary District Canal, which has made a large loop of water 
that there is a channel. Every once in a while you find a pool there. 
of water which is largely a cesspool. , There is not much of a The people of Chicago wanted the committee to adopt an 
stream. But it having been declared to be a nayigable stream amendment which also provides for the abandonment of that 
by the decision of the Supreme Court of the State of Illinois ·portion of the river , within the loop, but Mr. DENISON and I 
some action on the part of Congress will be necessary before the were unitedly opposed to that proposition, and when we re
local laws will apply. ported it to the committee the <;ommittee agreed with us, so 
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that the only portion involved is tbt! po--rtion west -of the col- II 

lateral channel, which is an old ·meandering ditch. 
Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. · Mr. Speaker, will the gen-

tleman yield~ ' 
l\Ir. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes. 
l\Ir. PARKER of :New Jersey. Does not the Des Plaines 

Canal, which I think ran :from the Illinois River, connect with 
this branch? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. The gentleman .means the IDinoiB 
and Michigan Oana11 

Mr. PAR.KER of !New J"eTsey. No; the old Des Plaines 
Qanal. . 

l\Ir. GRAHAM of Illinois. No. I never knew of any canal 
that connected the Des <Plaines and Illinois Rivers. 

Mr. PAUKER of New ;Jersey. There was a canal called the 
Des Pla.ines Canal, .and iI thought that was the canal which 
connected the Chicago River with the Illinois River throngh 
Des Plaines. . 
. Mr. STAFFORD. That is the Illinois and Michigan Canal 
to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Along about 1848 a canal was dug 
from the Des Plai·nes .River to the Chicago River called the 
Illinois and l\1ichigan Canru, which was used for many years 
and finally abandoned ·when the railroads practicall~ put a stop 
to its business. 

l\lr. PARKER of New .Jersey. This is not the Des Plaines 
River? 

l\Ir. GRAHAM tOf Illinois. No; this is a branch of the Chl
cago River. The old bed of the Illinois and Michigan Canal 
still exists, still furnishes adequate terminal facilities if it was 
ever desired, and in .addition to this there is the sanitary dis
trict and ship canal, which has a good depth of water and also 
parallels it within a short distance. 

Mr. PARKF.iR of New J"ersey. This would not interfere with 
that canal? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Not in the least. 
The SPEAKER -pro tempore. Is there 'Objection to the present 

consideration .of · the bill? · 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk reported the :bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., -That all of that portion llf the West Fork of the 

So.uth Branch 1of the .Chica.go River, ln "the county of Cook and State 
of Illinois, extending west ·from the west line of the Collateral Channel 
-of the sanitary difitrlct of Chlcago, in the northwest quarter of sec
·tion 36, towns.hip !39 :nortb, ;range 13 east of the third principal me
ridian, be, and the same is hereby, declared to be a nonnavigable stream 
within the meanin_g nf the Constitution and .laws of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third 
rea5"-ng o:f .the Senate 1bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, ·and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DENISON, a motion to reconsider the :vote 
by which the ;bill was _pa:ssed was laid on the table. 
INDLA.NS ON THE LAe iroURTE OREILLE INDIAN 'RESERVATION IN 

·wTSOONSIN. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. .13655) to validate certain allotments of land 
macle to Indians on the Lac Courte Oreille Indian Reservation 
'in Wfsconsln. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the prns
ent consideration of the bill? 

l\fr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I am acquainted somewhat by general rumor and what comes 
from reading the papers of Milwaukee that years back there 
were allotments or Indian land in which there were large 
stands of timber made to _Indians without right, whlch were 
appropriated by the so-called timber interests of the State. 
There have been some bills proposed to confirm those titles. I 
wish to know whether the ·bill sought is to confirm the title of 
allotted lands that were granted without right, where the poor 
Indian got little or nothing bec:mse he had no right to the land, 
and the lumberman who took his paper title and .got possession 
and now wishes to bave his title .confirmed? 

~Ir. BURTNESS. The necessity and reason for the bill are 
that under the law passed in 1854, providing far allotments to 
the Inilians, sueh allotments should only be made to heads of 
families or to single persons who were above the age of 21 
-years. 

Pursuant 1:0 the provisions of that law, however, an allotting 
agent made allotments which were erroneous, or at least which 
were not justified under the provisions of that law in this, 
that he made :some aUotments to minors who were under tbe 
age of 21 ye-ars, -and •he also made some allotments to married 
women Who were not the beads of families. 

Yr. 'ST.AFFORD- Why did he violate the power which was 
:r--ested 1n ·him to grant lan-d, Hnd 1'ery likely valuable timber
land1 to persons who were incompetent and could not dispose 
of their 1and1 -Then eomes along some representative of lum
ber companies nnd 11.mys this land for a mere pittance and sells 
the timber a't full Yalue, and now comes to the Government 
when the land bas become Yaluable and asks confirmation o! 
title. 

• Mr. BUR'l'NESS. The information given by the bureau is 
tbat it was done tbro11gh enor, through inadvertence on the 
pai_·t <>f the allotting agent. 

Mr_ STAFFORD. I~ there any testimony to the effect it was 
done through inauvertence and error? 

Mr. BURTNESS. That is the statement made by the assist
ant -eommissioner before the committee. Now, if the gentle
.µian will -permit me to finish my explanation, I want to make 
it plain to him and the Honse that the law passed 1n 1903 
permitted allotments to be made to single persons under 21 
years of age and to married women who might not be beaus 
of families. In other words, the situation is this: If the erro
neous .allotment as made by the n.llotting 11gent under the 
provision of the 1854 act prior to 1903 had in effect been maue 
at any time during the last 19 years, then there would be no 
.question whatsoever as to the validity of the act Of the allot
ting agent, so all that this legislation ·wi11 do, if passed, is 
simply to cure it, to make the older allotments valid in the 
same way as if they had been made since the 1903 act went 
into effect. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Under this act of 1903 the Indian agent 
·was authorized to allot to married women. Tb.ere the author
ity was bestowed. But in these old allotments there was no 
authority whatsoever. I want it clear in my mind it was not 
done by design to get these valuable Indian .lands with rare 
white-pine timber into the possession of the lumber interests. 

Mr. HURTNESS. But the fact is that ever slnce 1903 this 
very land could have been allotted and ·has ·been allotted, a 
great many of them, to married women who are not the beads 
of families and to minors under the age of 21 years. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Under authority of law? 
Mr. BURTNESS. Yes; passed in 1903, which was doubtless 

tne intent at that time, for that was the policy that Congress 
established. And so the committee thought that such allot· 
ments as had been .made erroneously prior to that time, but 
which, "however, are in direct accord with the policy as out
lined by Congress in the 1903 act, that there was no reason 
why such prior allotments should not be made valid, and there
fore reported this bill. 

l\fr. STAFFORD. I withilraw the reservation of the right to 
obj ed. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
that after a veTy careful conside1·ation of this bill we found 
that all it would do would slmPly be to correct an error which 
was made in these allatments when originally made, and there 
is really nobody being hurt or favored by it in any event, and 
we thought that the bill ought to be passed to clear up the sit
uation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That such allotments of land to Indians on the 

Lac Courte Oreille Indlan Reser-vation in Wisconsin a.nd the -restricted 
lee patents issued therefor, under the provisions of article 3 of the 
treaty o! September 30, 1854 (10 Stat. L., p. 1109), which allotments 
are not within the provisions of the treaty because of the ages of tbe 
allottees or their i;tatus as heads of families at the time the allotments 
were made, be, and the same are hereby. validated. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURTNESs, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was luid on the table. 
LANDS DEVISED TO THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT BY TilE LATE 

JOSEPH BATTELL, OF MIDDLEBURY, VT. 

The next business in order on the Unanimous Consent Cal
endar was the concurrent resolution ( S. Con. Res. 30) concern
ing lands devised to the United States Government by the late 
Joseph Battell, of 1\Iiddlebury, Vt. 

The Clerk read the title of the concurrent resolution. 
The .SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the concurrent resolution? 
Mr. STAFFORD. l\.Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

I do not recall whether this particular question has been pre
_sented to the Speaker for decision or not, where a person by 
will offers land w the Government under certain conditions 
and the Congress decides not to .accept the gift, whether it 
should be by joint resolution rather tbnn by con.curoont reso
lution. I wish to call the attention of the Speaker to the fact 
·tbat this is a Senate concurrent resolution. I have giv.en some 
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little thought to it. I am of the opinion that this should be a 
joint resolution that should be presented to the President for 
his approval. True the Government has no title to-day to the 
land. It has not even an inchoate interest, and yet it would 
have title if the Government should pass a law accepting the 
land upon the terms provided in the will of the testator. I 
think in a matter of that kind the question is legislative in 
its character and should be submitted to the President of the 
United States for approval. It is not of the relationship of 
matters between the two Houses, wherein the President is not 
interested, which are generally embodied in a concurrent reso
lution. 

l\1r. GREENE of Vermont. May I offer a suggestion? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Certainly. I am seeking enlightenment. 

I was asking whether it should not be submitted to the Presi
dent instead of being embodied in a concurrent resolution. I 
am not objecting to the merits ot the provision. I think the 
grant should be rejected. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it would make 
any difference what you call the resolution, whether concurrent 
or joint. A concurrent resolution, if it contains legislation, 
as I understand it, goes to the President. I have very hur
riedly looked up the matter, and in the Manual, section 389, 
it is stated-

A concurrent resolution is binding upon neither House until agreed 
to by both. It is not sent to tbe President for approval unless it con
tain a proposition of legislation which is not witbin the scope of the 
modern form of concurrent resolution. 

Now, if it is held that it contains a proposition of legislation 
it would necessarily go to the President under this citation. 

The SPEAKER. If it requires the President's signature, why 
·bould it not be a joint resolution? · 

Mr. SINNOTT. It does not make much uifference what you 
call it. 

The SPEAKER. A joint resolution requires the President's 
signature. 

Mr. SINNOTT. A concurrent resolution requires the signa
ture of the President if it contains a proposition of legisla
tion. However, it seems to me that this is not a proper parlia
mentary objection at this time to the measure. It is a criti
cism, but not an objection that the Chair can entertain. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, yes; the enacting clause would have to 
be changed. I have never known a concurrent resolution to 
pass either House that was submitted to the President. Con
current resolutions are intended to be limited in purpose to the 
action of the two bodies. If the author of the resolution in 
another body has made a mistake, let fis have the courage to 
admit that he has done so. I have said to the gentleman from 
Yermont [Mr. GREENE] that I bad no objection on the merits of 
the resolution. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Does the gentleman propose to 
arrest this measure entirely? You cnn not amend a thing of 
this nature in parliamentary process now. It means the rein
troduction of this resolution from the other end again. 

Mr. STAI<'FORD. The gentleman can introduce a House 
resolution. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
will permit me, I do not pretend to be versed enough in par
liamentary procedure to make a fine argument on the relatiYe 
value of a concurrent and a joint resolution and the action of 
Congress upon them. This is not a case where Congress is 
being asked to make. a law in the sense that it is to be followed 
as a rule and guide for the action of anybody, and therefore 
needs the approval of the President to make it a law. 

It is a case where the court merely refused to distribute 
some property to the residuary legatee until the two Chambers 
of Congress themselves had decided whether they want to pass 
a law accepting the bequest or not. The history of this thing 
shows plainly what they bad in mind. The Senate resolution 
was originally acted upon by the Senate committee and re
ported by the committee adversely, whereupon the measure 
was changed ; that it was the sense of Congress that it did not 
want to accept the gift. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But Congress should have the right to 
pass upon whether that gift should be accepted or not. It is a 
legislative enactment. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. It was in the form of a resolution 
to show the intent of the two Houses, and not what the two 
Houses with the . ignature of the President '"''ouJd put into 
effect. It is negative. 

The SPEAKER. It is clear to the Chair that the action must 
be the action of the United States Government, of which the 
President is a part, and that he is just as much entitled to be 
heard on it as Congress. The Chair thinks· .at fir t blu ·h that 
it ought to be a joint resolution; and the Chair would suggest, 
although it is a rather awkward way to do it, that he does not 

see why a concunent resolution could not be amended into a 
joint resolution. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I move, Mr. Speaker, as a substitute the 
following. I withdraw the reservation of an objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I move as a substitute the following: 

After the preamble, insert in lieu of the resolving clause the 
following: "Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa
ti'l:oo of the United States of Amer,ica in Congress assembled, 
That the acceptance of said devise," and so forth, providing the 
enacting phraseology which always accompanies a joint resolu
ton, as distinguished from a concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate Concurrent Resolution 30. 
Whereas Joseph Rattell late of Middlebury, county of Addison, 

State of Vermont, deceased.: in and by bis last will and testament de
vised to the Government or the United States of America about 3,900 
acres of land situated in the towns of Lincoln and Warren, in the 
State of Vermont, for a national park; and 

Whereas said lands were devised to the United States of America 
upon certain conditions, among which were the following: That the 
Government should construct and maintain suitable roads and build
ings upon the land constituting such national park for the use and 
accommodation of visitors to such park, and should employ suitable 
caretakers to the end and purpose that the woodland should be prop
erly cared for and preserved so far as possible in its primitive beauty ; 
and . 

Whereas it is deemed inexpedient to accept said devise and to estab
lish a national park. in accordance with the terms thereof: Therefore 
be it · 

Resolved by the Senate (tli-e Ho1ise of Representatives concurrh117), 
That the acceptance of said devise so made by Joseph Batten in bis 
last will and testament be declined by the Government of the United 
States, and that the estate of the said Joseph Batten be forever dis
charged from any obligation to the United States growing out of the 
devise before mentioned. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The Clerk has not yet reported the 
amendment. I offer as a substitute, Mr. Speaker, the follow
ing: " Strike out of the title the word "concurrent" and sub
stitute the word " joint," so as to make it a joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. STAFFORD: Strike out of the title "Con

current Resolution No. 30 " and insert ".Joint Itesolution No. -." 
Mr. STAFFORD. And also in the title substitute " joint " 

for " concurrent." And for the resolving phraseology substi
tute the usual phraseology which accompanies a joint resolu
tion as follows : " Resol,,;ed by the Senate and House of Repre
sentatives of the United States of A:mer·ica in Congress assmn
bled," in lieu of the " the Senate (the House of Representa
tives concurring)." 

The SPEAKER The Clerk will report the amemlment of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by 1\lr. STAFFORD: Strike out in the caption at 

the head of the preamble the word "concurrent" and insert in lieu 
thereof the wo.rd "joint," and in the resolving clause strike out " Re
solv~d by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring)," and 
insert--

The SPEAKER. The question is on agree~ng to the amend
ment. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert: "Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 

the United States of America in Oongt·ess assembled" in lieu of "the 
Senate (the House of Representatives concurring)." 

l\f r. BLANTON. l\lr. Speaker, this is the first time since I 
have been in Congress that the Government has turned down a 
gift from anybody. 

Mr. SINNOT'I. A white elephant. 
Mr. BLAL'TTON. Here is a man in Vermont who offered to 

the Government 3,900 acres of valuable land, and I am glad to 
commend the Senate of the United~tates fo1· not accepting it. 
It was not land that was suitable for a national park, although 
the owner offered it for that purpose. But he expected the 
United States GoYernment, if it accepted it, to maintain it as a 
national park. with roadways and caretakers and the annual 
expenses incident to all national parks. Every few days we 
bear of some charitably minded person wanting to give some
thing to the United States. We ought to scrutinize such gifts 
carefully. There are some gifts that an individual can not 
afford to take. 'l'here are some gifts that a Government can 
not afford to take. 

I notice that another charitably minded individual, who has 
passed away lately, has offered property for establishing what 
he calls a summer White House somewhere else than in Wash
ington. There should be but one White House in this Govern
ment of ours, and tllat is here in Washington. There is too 
much growing tenuency to create aristocracie::; and to follow 

.... -=-
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the example set up by royalty in other countries, by monarchies Mr. DENISON. I have not as much imagination as the gen-
in other countries. Certain people would have a summer White tleman from Texas. 
House _in the North, and an autumn White House somewhere l\fr. BLANTON. No; the gentlem:m from Texas is looking 
else, and a winter White House in Florida. It is following upon facts based on past history. We are now spending 
European example a little too much. I am against it all, and $25,000 to equip the Mayflower with oil burners instead of 
I believe the people of this country want a little more simplicity coal, and there is a movement on foot now to buy for the Vice 
in the manner of their living, beginning with the Chief Officer President of the United States a magnificent mansion out here 
of the land. on Sixteenth Street, in Mount Pleasant, that is now held there, 

When we consider the estimates of expenses appearing in a vacant, waiting for Congress to buy it-to be called the Vice 
divorce court in New York as to what one separated wife and President's White House. 
children need for their annual expenses, which the court is asked There is not a man in this Nation who appreciates more 
to set aside to them each year, it is a shock to American in- highly than I do the Vice President of this country. He is 
stitutions, I do not care how wealthy a person may be. The one of the biggest men in the Nation. There is only one thing 
waste of their property along such lines is not according to that kept me from voting for him, and that is the fact that 
American ideals. he is a Republican. If it had not been for his party affilia-

Last Saturday this grass widow requested a court of equity tions I might have voted for him. But however much we 
to make her an annual allowance out of her husband's estate admire him, we must draw the line against this drifting into 
for the following expenses each year, to wit: what I call the Old World aristocracy that our forefathers 

Apartment rent. $18,000; certain employees, $500; trained nurse, ran away from when they established this American Republic. 
$2,100 ; cook, $1,500; kitchen maid, $720 ; housemaid, $900 ; two Iaun- I want to say to the people who built that mansion out yonder 
dresses, $1,800; butler, $1,800; for cleaning apartment, $520; per- on Sixteenth Street that if the rest of my colleagues think 
sona.l maid, $900; cost of food, $16,500; for maintaining motor car, about it as I do they might just as well dispose of it in some 
$5,300; tutors for two boys, $3,000; secretary, $3,000; clothing for two other way, because we are not goin!! to buy it. sons. $4,500; clothing for self, $15,000 ; maintaining summer place, ~ 
$9,600; traveling expenses during summer, $15,000; incidental ex- :M:r. ROSE. Wlll the gentleman from Texas yield for a 
penses, such as stamps, car fare, and so forth, $5 000; doctor bills, question? 
$6,00~j dentist bills, $4,000 ; amusements, books, and concerts, $3,500 ; Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
toys, gifts, birthday and Christmas presents, $1,000; insurance, $1.500 ; 
furniture, $10,000; son's vacation expenses, $3.000, and extra tutoring, vania. 
$1,590; contributioas, $3,000 ; and gratuities, $5,000. Mr. ROSE. I think I know what the gentleman had in mind 

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? in speaking of the ~normous allowance for expenses in a 
Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. divorce suit in New York. Does the gentleman think that a 
Mr. DENISON. Under the custom which has grown up our wife asking 25 per cent of the admitted income of her husband 

White House now is quite a public place, and the public object is out of proportion? . 
to its being closed or even to the grounds being closed. It is Mr. BLANTON. No; if she asked for same as an estate to 
always open to tourists, and there is very litte opportunity for which she was entitled, if she asked for it as her part of the 
that quiet and rest that the President ought to have. What accumulations earned during marriage, it would be a different 
objection has the gentleman from Texas to the President, like thing. for the benefit of herself and her child as their part of 
other people, having an opportunity to have a quiet place where the estate, but she is asking merely for a yearly allowance to 
he can take his family and get some rest during certain months be spent along certain lines, enough to take care of a small 
of the year? village o'f needy citizens. 

Mr. BLANTON. There is no such thing as rest for the Presi- Mr. DEJ\~SON. Will the gentleman yield now? 
dent of the United States, I do not care whether it is in a White Mr. BLA.,.~TON. Yes. 
House in Florida, or in Maine, or in the White House in Wash- .Mr. DENTSON. Tl.le Vice President has no place to live in, 
ington. But there is seclusion for him. Of all the many visitors and the gentleman kno\.VS--
who go to the White House each day very few see the President. Mr. BLANTO:N. And the gentleman from Illinois himself 
The President never sees them. Of course he sees some by _has none. 
appoint~nt, but he rarely ever sees the great hordes of vis- Mr. DENISON. No; but the gentleman from Illinois does 
!tors who enter the doors of the White House. He is never not have the obligations and duties resting upon him that the 
bothered by them. · Vice President has. His position makes it necessary for him 

:M:r. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? to entertain, of course. 
Mr. BLANTON. In just a minute. If the gentleman from Mr. BLANTON. One minute, right there. There ls no man 

Illinois [Mr. DENISON], wha is an active Member of this House holding office in our Government that has more social responsi
and who takes an interest in all its proceedings, will study bility concerning entertaining than does the Secretary of State, 
the history of the constant increase in appropriations for the and yet he is not furnished a White House by the Government 
Chief Executive of this Nation, an increase that has been to live in. It would be only a step further when you give a 
growing not only under Republican administrations but under residence to the Vice President, you would also have to give 
Democratic administrations as well-if the gentleman will look one to the Secretary of State and · then all down the line to 
back 50 years he will be astounded. It ought not to be carried every member of the Cabinet, and then to Senators and Con
too far. The Chief Executive of this Nation is the chief of gressmen. 
the greatest Republic in the world and represents the finest l\lr. DENISON. The gentleman can appreciate the fact that 
people in the world, but he is not a monarch. He is the ex- there is some difference between the position and the duties of 
ecutive officer of the American people. He is an American. the Vice President and the Secretary of State. Th~ Vice Presi
We must not get away from that idea with all of its full dent is compelled to live in hotels, and the gentleman knows 
significance. enough about hotels in Washington so that he ought to have 

l\fr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield? some sympathy with a man in his position who is compelled 
Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. to live in high-priced hotels in this city. 
l\1r. DENISON. Of course it is not un-Amerlcan-I am sure Mr. BLANTON. He is not compelled to live in hotels. He 

my friend from Texas will agree that it is not at all un- could rent a residence. 
American-that the President of our country should be given l\1r. DENISON. For fear that the gentleman's expressed 
an opportunity to . have a fluiet place where he can take his sentiments will be taken as the sentiment of the House that the 
family and get a little rest. If we can give him that oppor- Government ought not to furnish the Vice President with a 
tunity, does not the gentleman from Texas think that this is home, I want to say that I hope the time will soon come when 
too great a Nation to quibble and di.Bpute and quarrel over a it will do so. 
little matter of that kind; and if we can do that for our .Mr. BL.ANTON. If the gentleman will have some of the 
President, does not the gentleman think we ought to do so? citizens from each county in his district come here and let them 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Illinois knows well see how during the past 30 years we have advanced in the way 
that if we establish a summer White House away from Wash- of expenses for both the Chief Executive and for the Vice 
ington it will not be a year before there will be a move on President, and show them the palatial residences on Sixteenth 
foot to establish a winter White House down in Florida. Street and ask them if they are in favor of buying a residence 
The gentleman knows that. of that kind for the Vice President, I will guarantee that the 

Mr. DENISON. No; I do not know that. gentleman will change his mind. I merely wanted to raise my 
. Mr. BLANTON. Then he is not the discerning gentleman I protest against this growing extravagance, and I only rose for 
thought he was. His discernment does not take in quite the that purpose and to commend the Senate for disapproving this 
'scope I thought it did. gift and turning it back. • 
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Mr. GREE...~E of Vermont. Mr. Speaker. I think perhaps under 

the circumstances it might not be improper for me to suggest 
that tlrn man, Mr. Joseph Batten, who made this original be
quest to the Government did so in the utmost good faith and in 
an attempt to carry out a project for the public benefit which 
bad been one of the ideals of his dreams for many years. Mr. 
Batten was a man of considerable means and a man of great 
public spirit and ente1-prise. In this particular instance he 
was trying to give the Government of the United ~tates a 
forest area or reservation for a public park right alongside and 
in the vicinity of other similar :fore.st land that he had given 
to the State of Vermont, and which the State of Vermont had 
accepted. It appears, however, that the old gentleman attached 
to the gift to the United States such conditions as to acceptance 
and maintenan.ce of this tract Qf land that would make it a 
kind of white elephant, perhaps, and not suitable for the J>lll'· 
pose he had in mind. and not suitable for the similar purpose 
that the State might exercise in too property he had given it 
near by. So it was felt under the circumstances that, recog
nizing the practical necessities of the years that have followed 
his decease, it might not be altogether advisable for the Gov
ernment to accept th€ gift notwithstanding the ~od inten
tions he had in mind in making his will. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment .was agpeed. to. 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. GREENE of Vermont, a motion to reeon.sider 

the vote whereby th-e concur.rent resolution was agreed to was 
laid on the table. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CA~E OF :eARILLO 'V. KUNZ. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. -Speaker, b.y direction "°f Elections 
Committee No. 1, I present a report in the contested-election 
case of Parillo against Kunz, eighth district of Jllinois. 
TO EX.TEND THE PROVISIONS OF THE ACT OF FEBRUARY 8, 1887, TO 

LANDS PURCHASED BY THE INDIANS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill S. 1926, an act to extend the prov.isions of the act 
of February 8, 1887, as amende.d, to lands purchased for 
Indians. · 

The Clerk read the title of the b-ill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there o.bjection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. RA.KER. Reserving the right to object, I wish th-e 

gentleman from Arizona would give us some information about 
this bill. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, this bill P.roposes to make 
applicable to lands heretofore or hereafter purchased by In
dians the provisions of the general allotment ad of 1887 as 
amended. Under the general allotment act any reservation 
created for Indian.s may be allotted not more than 160 acres 
of grazing land to any one Indian, not more than 100 acres 
<>f agricultural land, and not more then 40 acres of irrigated 
land. Certain tracts of land have been purchased. for Indialli!, 
about 7,000 a.c.res in California, about 14,000 acres in Wisconsin, 
and some other lands in Minnesota. Tbe conditions surround
ing these purchases are such that the lands could not be allot
ted, and the title to them remains in the tribe and in the United 
States. It is certainly good policy to divine up· all tribal lands 
by alloting them to individual members of the tribe in order 
that they may have the benefits of controlling a particular 
piece of property and learn how to manage it, the same as any 
other citizen. If they are 1.nccu;npetent Indians they will be 
given trust patents, and their affairs will be handled in exactly 
the same way as is now done with respect to Indian lands. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, would not the gentleman let 
the matter pass over until the next unanimous consent day, 
to rem.a.in on the calendar? A number of these are in my 
district, and I have not heard from the folks at home in regard 
to the matter. I ask the gentleman to do that. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill may be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

· ROAD ON FORT APACHE INDIAN RESERVATION, ARIZ. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 13128) authorizing an appropriation for the 
construction of a road within the Fort Apache Indian Reserva
tion, Ariz. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted., etc., That there is hereby authorized an appropria tion 

of $15,000 from any tribal funds on deposit in the Treasury to the 
credit of the Indians of the Fort Apache Indian Reservation, Ariz., to 
be immedfo.tely available, to pay one-half the cost of constructing a 
wagon road within said reservation between Cooley and the northeast 
boundary of said reservation : Provided, That no part of the appr o·
pria:tion herein authorized shall be expended until the Secretary of the 
Interior shall have obtained from the proper authorities of the coun.ty 
of Apache, Ariz., satisfactory guaranties of ~ payment by said county 
of one-half of the cost of the construction of said road. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAYDEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the ta.ble. 
TO F.ILL VA.CAN"CY IN BO.ARD OF REGENTS, SMITHSONIAN INSTITU· 

TION. 

Mr. FESS. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to return 
to Calendar No. 425, Senate Joint Resolution 258, providing for 
the filling of a: vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smith
sonian Institution of the class other than Members of Congress. 

.The ·SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
ronsent to return to Calendar No. 425, -Senate Joint Resolution 
258, providing for the filling of a vacancy in tbe Board of 
Regents of the Smithson.tan Institution of the class other than 
Members of Congress. Is the.ll'e objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. .Mr. Speaker, when this resolution was 
first under consideration I sought information as to the gen
tleman recommended to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death 
of. Mr. Bell. The gentleman from Ohiu [Mr. FESS] was tem
porarily out of the Chamber. I understand from the statement 
furnished to me that it is necessary to take this matter up 
immediately, for the reason that there is to be a meeting of 
the Board of Regents on February 8 ; and as · there is to be no 
further Unanimous-Consent Calendar day this .month, I th'ink: 
there should be an exception made in this ease. I have no 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is tbere objection to · l'etu:ming to this 
resolution? 

There was no- objection. • 
The SPEAKER. Is there objeetion to the present considera

tion of the joint resolution? 
Tkere was no. objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate joint 

resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, eto., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents of the 

Smithsonian Instituti<>n, in the class other than Members of Congruss1 caused l>y the expiration of the te-rm <>f Alexander Graham Bell, or 
Washington, D. C., be filled by the appointment of Irwin B. Laughlin. 
of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate joint resolution. 

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FESS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was .a.greed to was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS PEA.RI. RIVER, MISS. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent' for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 13139) 
granting the consent of Congress to the Great Southern Lum
ber Co., a corporation of the State of Pennsylvania doing busi
ness in the State of Mississippi, to construct a railroad bridge 
across Pearl River at . approximately one and one-half miles 
north of Georgetown, in the State of Mississippi, which I end 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the p1-esent consider-
ation of the bill? . 

Mr. STAFFORD. l\fr. Speaker, let the bill be reported first, 
as it is not on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will repoo.-t the bill 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, eto., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 

to the Great Southern Lumber Co., a corpo-ratiou of the State o1 Penn
sylvania doing business in the State of Misstssippi, its rmccessors a.nd 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Pearl River at approximately one and 
one-half miles north of Georgetown, in the State 'Of Mississippi, and 
in aceordance with th.-e provll!:i<ms of a.n act en.titled " .An ac.t to regu
late the constructiQn of bridges over navigable waters," approved 
March 23, 1906. 

SEc. 2. That the construction of such bridge shall be commenced 
within three years from the date of the passage of this a.ct, and shall 
be completed within five years from the passage of this a.ct. 

SEC. 3. That the right to alter, amend or repeal th.i1'J act is hPreb.T 
expressly i·eserved. 

/ 
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With the following committee amendments: 
1'a1{e 2, line 11 after the word "at," insert the words "a point 

suitable to the interests of navigation." 
Pag<> 2. line 6, strike out all of section 2. 
Pnge 2, line 10, strike out the figure " 8 " and insert the fig

ure "2." 

Tl1e ~PEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tiou of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
'£he SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com

mittee amendments. 
rrhe committee amendments were agreed to. 
The RPRAKER. The question ls on the engrossment and 

tbirrl reading of the bill. 
'l'be bill was ordered to be· engrossed and read a third time, 

was rend the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi, a motion to recon

sirler the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
tahle. 

FLOOD CONTROT, OF MISSISSIPPI BIVEB. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous con:-;ent that the report from the Committee on Flood 
Control, on a bill which they have ordered to be reported, 
rel<lting to the flood control of the Mississippi River, may be 
printed with illustrations. 

l\1r. MONDELL. What is the class of illustrations? 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The illustrations consist 

of two mapis. The plate was made by the Federal Barge 
Line, a Government corporation on the Mississippi River. It 
shows the destination of all the freight carried north on the 

·barge line, and the other map shows the points of origin 
throughout the country of all the freight carried south on the 
barge line. 

The plates are to be furnished free of charge and the Public 
Printer tells me that the additional cost will be about 2 
cents apiece for the report. Under the law I think 1,340 re
ports have to be printed, so that the cost would be in the 
neighborhood of $30. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? . [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

l\1r. STAFFORD. M{, Speaker, I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum 11resent. 

l\1r. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman withhold that 
for a moment so that I may ask the gentleman from Wyoming 
a question? 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. I will withhold the point. 
l\1r. MOORE of Virginia. May I ask the gentleman when he 

expects we will have an opportunity to take up the Private 
Calendar? There are now about 120 bills on that calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL. I hope some time next week. I am very 
anxious that we shall have several days' consideration of the 
PriYate Calendar. 

. Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker--
'l'he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin with

hold his point of no quorum? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I will. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous con

sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by inserting a let
ter from Commissioner Lissner of the Shipping Board in ref
erence to the colloquy in the House the other day as to the 
edition printed of the so-called Government Aid to Merchant 
Shipping. Gentlemen will remember there was a colloquy 
here between the gentleman from Tennessee [l\fr. DAn:s] and 
the gentleman from PennsylT"ania [Mr. EDMONDS]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD by printing 
the letter referred to. Is there objection? 

Jlr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman from Tennessee is not here--

Mr. 'CHINDBLOM. I looked around for him, and I have 
tried to find him. 

~Ir. BLANTON. Is this additional propaganda ln behalf of 
the ship subsidy bill? 

~fr. DA VIS of Tennessee. I am here, and I shall not make 
objection, but I would like to have an opportunity to cross
examine him on whatever he says. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is this additional propaganda in behalf of 
the ship subsidy bill? 

Ml'. CHINDBLOl\1. No; it is merely a statement as to that 
edition to which reference was made in the discussion the 
other day. 

1\lr. BLANTON. It is not in furtherance of the passage of 
the ship subsidy bill? 

l\Ir. CHINDBLOM. No. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectiou? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

Hon. CARL R. CHINDBLOM, 

UNITED S'l'ATES SHIPPING BO.ARD, 
Washington, January 115, 19U. 

House of Representatives, Wash-ington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR MR. CHINDBLOM : On January 12, 1923. Repre entative 

DAVIS of Tennessee (page 1691, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD) stated: 
" I hold in my ha.nd a document of 306 pages, a multigraphed docu

ment, and it is expensively bound. 
" It costs much more than to have it printed, and I have a written 

memorandum furnished by an employee of the Shipping Board who is 
in a position to be familiar with the facts a.nd who is entirely reliable, 
and he makes the statement that this document, which is simply propa
ganda and arguments in favor of a certain measure, was prepared in 
the Shipping Board a.nd by officials and employees of the Shipping 
Board, and he makes the statement that over 217 ,000 of the e docu
ments were made in the Shipping Board and made out of material paid 
for by the Government and prepared and made up and distributed by 
officials in the Shipping Board who were receiving Government salaries. 
This was distributed throughout the country to newspapers, business 
organization'S, and what not, and at what expense I do not know, but 
it is in regard to the preparation and distribution of this document 
that this same official says that ' our duplicating section was workinp 
on this issue for several weeks, holding up importa.nt work; some dupli
cating work in connection with the regular routine was laid up over 
three weeks. Mr. Lasker's orders were to give this pamphlet precedence 
over everything el'Se.' " 

You personally expressed some interest in that statement, and later 
on (page 1692, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD) Congressman EDMONDS stated 
that be had just received information from me that a thousand copies 
of th~ document referred to were all that were made by the Shipping 
Board, instead of 217,000 copies, as stated by Mr. DAVIS, and Mr. 
DAVIS questioned the accuracy of that statement and said: 

" I said that I had a memorandum furni bed by an employee of thf' 
Shippin~ Board in which he 'Stated that that was the fact. He was in 
the sect10n that issued it." 

This statement, as reported by Mr. DAVIS, constitutes such a gross 
inaccuracy that I feel it my duty to give the facts in this letter, with 
the request that you ask to have the same printed as a part of the 
RECORD. 

As you well know, the study that was put out under the title "Gov
ernment .Aid to Merchant Shipping," referred to by Mr. DAVIS. was 
initiated at the special request of the President addressed to Chairman 
Lasker, and waB prepared after months of pain\Staking investi~atlon by 
a committee of the best available experts, consisting principally or 
well-qualified men employed by the Snipping Board and hign naval 
officer . with some advice from practical and professional men not in 
governmental employ. 

It was gotten out in mimeograph form by the Shipping Board's dupli
cating division largely as a matter of practical convenience and time
saving and because it was being revised and perfected from time to 
time. 

The first edition was llmited to 50 copies and was completed January 
21, 1922. A revised edition of 100 copies was completed on February 
20, 1922 ; and the final document of 306 pages (referred to by l\Ir. 
DAVIS, of which, as stated, exactly 1,000 copies was printed), was com
pleted March 28, 1922. 

This large edition, as stated by l\fr. ED~IO~Ds, was gotten up espe
cially so that each Member of Congress might be furnished a copy, 
which was done. As might have been expected, there were request1:1 
for copies Immediately made by the press correspondents and some 
others entitled to same, which were gladly furnisbedl and the remainder 
of the edition, amounting to about 50 copies, we st II have on hand. 

Far from being "expensively bound.'' the document, as may easily 
be ascertained by a mere glance at it, Is cheaply and roughly bound iu 
paper . 

The Shipping Board makes no apology for its actions in this matter 
in furnishing as quickly as possible to the Congress and to representa
ti\'es of the leading press association1:1 copies of a comprehen ·ive and 
expert study as to the result of which there was at the time a great deal 
of justifiable interest, and which legislators and the country were en
titJed to be informed concernin~ at the earliest possible day. 

It is true that our duplicating section was working on this issue of 
1,000 copies off and on for several weeks and that some other routine 
work was Jaid aside at times during that period. Quite properly orders 
were ~iven tbat this work should haYe the ri~ht of way over ordinary 
matters of routine that could be postponed without detriment to the 
service. In all about 10 days' solid time was put in by our duplicating 
force on the edition referred to. At this rate it would have taken 
about 2.170 working days, or about seven years, solid time to print 
the mythical 217,000 copies referred to by Mr. DAns and bis informant. 

Members of Congress may therefore judge whether the Shipping 
Board employee referred to is " entirely reliable " and a " trustworthy 
l'Ource of information." On our part, we think that any employee of 
the Government who would clandestinely give out such a mendacionl' 
statement and so willfully mislead a Member of Congress should be snm
marily dismissed and we feel justified in requesting. through you, that 
Mr. DAVIS give us the name of the employee referred to and a copy 
of the memorandum furnished by the employee, so that the latter may 
be properly dealt with. 

There seems to us to be only one possible alternative to this course 
on the part of l\ir. DAVIS. It may well be that quite unintentionally 
be misinterpreted to the Ilouse the information that was given him by 
tbe employee, in which event we feel Slll'e Mi·. DAVIS will desire to 
make the correction himself on the floor. 

Yours very sincerely, 
MEYER LISSNER, Commi-~simter. 

SEN A.TE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule L~IV, Senate bill and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 3515. An act for the relief of the New Jersey Shipbuilding & 
Dredging Co., of Bayonne, N. J.; to the Committee on Clnims. 

S. J. Res. 265. Joint resolution to stimulate crop production in 
the United States; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

t • • , \ / ... 
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ADJOURNMFlliTT. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at •3 o'clock p. m.) 
the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 16, 
1923, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
907. A letter from the Secretary of the United States Coal 

Commission, transmitting the first report of the United States 
CoAl Commission (H. Doc. No. 533); to i:he Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed. · 

908. A letter from the secretary of the Georgetown Barge, 
Dock, Elevator & Railway Co., transmitting annual report of 
the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator & Railway Co.; to the 
Committee on the District of Qolumbia. 

909. A letter from the Sergeant at Arms of the House of Rep
resentatives, transmitting a statement of receipts and disburse
ments of money through his hands December 1, 1921, to Decem
ber 1, 1922, and a statement of property in his charge Decem
ber 1, 1922; to the Committee on Accounts. 

'REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District Of Columbia. 

S. 3169. An act to equalize pensions of retired policemen and 
firemen of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes· 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1400). Referred to the Com~ 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District ot Columbia. 
S. Con. Res. 26. A concurrent resolution to create a commis
sion to investigate the needs ot the office o.f the recorder of 

-deeds for the District of Columbia; with an amendment (Rept. 
No. 1401). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
'H. R. 8084.. A bill to vacate certain ·streets and alleys within 
the area known as the Walter Reed General Hospital, District 
of Columbia; and to authorize the extension and widening or 
Fourteenth Street from Montague Street to its southern termi
nus south of Dahlia Street, Nicholson Street from Thirteenth 
Street to Sixteenth Street, Colorado Avenue from Montague 
Street to Thirteenth Street, Concord Avenue from Sixteenth 
Street to its western terminus west of Eighth Street west 
Thirteenth Street from Nicholson Street to Piney Branch Road' 
and Piney Branch Road from Thirteenth Street to Blair Road: 
and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 1402). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

l\Ir. SNYDER: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 13777. 
A bill to modify the Osage fund restrictions; -without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1403). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. ' 

Mr. CURRY: Committee on the Territories. H. R. 13631. 
A bill to amend an act entitled "An act to amend an act en
titled 'An act to provide a government for the Territory of 
Hawaii,' approved April 30, 1900, as amended, to establish an 
Hawaiian homes commission, granting certain powers to the 
board of harbor commissioners of the Territory of Hawaii, and 
for other purposes," approved July 9, 1921; with amendments 
.(.Rept. No. 1404). Referred to the House Calendar. . 

Mr. BUTLER: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 13556. 
A bill to increase the efficiency of the Marine Corps, and for 
other purposes; with amendments (Rept. No. 1413). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the stat-e of the Union. 

Mr. LITTLE: Committee on Revision of the Laws. H. R. 
13555. A bill to provide for the publication of the Code of the 
Laws of the United States, with an index, parallel reference 
tables, and an appendix: thereto; with an amendment (Rept. 
No. 1414). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. DALLINGER: Committee on Elections No. 1. H. Rept. 
1415. A report on the .contested-election case of Dan Parillo v. 
Stanley H. Kunz. Referred to the House Calendar and ordered 
to be printed. · 

REPORTS OF COl\11\llTTEES ON •PRIVATE BILLS .A.ND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Claims. H. R. 13150. A ' bill 

for the relief of Blattmann & Co. ; with an amendment (Rept. 
No .. 1406). Referred to the Committee ot the Whole House. 

Mr. EDMONDS : Committee on Claims. H. R. 9631. A bill 
for the relief of Edward F. Dunne, jr.; with an amendment 
(Rept. No. 1407). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. , 

Mr. EDMONDS : Committee on Claims. H. R. 4920. A bill 
for the relief of E. J. ·Reynolds; with an amendment (Rept. No. 
1408). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. EDMONDS: Committee on Claims. S. 1:502. An act for 
the relief or Thomas E. Owen; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1409). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. EDMONDS : Committee on Claims. S. 288. An act for 
the relief of John T. Eaton; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1410). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. EDMONDS: Committee on · Claims. H. R. 11879. ' A bill 
for the relief of Elizabeth McKeller; with :an amendment (Rept. 
No. 1411). Referred to the-Committee Qf the Whole House. 

Mr. EDMONDS : Committee on Claims. S. 2262. An act for 
the relief of Franklin A. Swenson; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1412). Referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIII, 
Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. S. 2346. An act 

for the relief of Ellen B. Monahan (Rept. No. 1405). Laid 
on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, the Committee of the Whole 

House was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 12007) providing for the conveyance of cei;tain 
land to the city of Boise, ,Idaho, and from the city -of Boise, 
Idaho, to the United ·States, and said bill, together with the 
report thereon, was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of ·the Union and ordered to be printed 
(H. Rept. No . . 1382). 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND :MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and .memorials 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. ,,R. 13805) ·to construct a post

office building and Federal courthouse .at Spartanbm;g, -S. C. ; 
to the CDmmittee on Buildings and .Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 13806) to pro:vide credit 
facilities for the agricultural and live-:stock industries of the 
U_nited States; to amend the Federal farm loan act ; to amend 
the Federal reserve aet, and .for other purposes ; to the Com
mittee on Banking .and Currency. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13807) granting the consent 
of Congress to the Delaware State Highway Department to 
construct a bridge across the Nanticoke River; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BIXLER: A bill (H. R. 13808) granting the consent 
of Congress to the commissioners of Venango County, their 
successors and assigns, to construct a bridge -across the Alle
gheny River .in the State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GERNERD: A bill (H. R. 13809) to authorize the 
coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration of the three hun
dredth anniversary of the settling of New -Netherland, the 
Middle States, in 1624 by Walloons, .French, and Belgian Hugue
nots under the Dutch West India Co.; to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 13810) to continue the 
improvement of the Mississippi River and for the control of 
its floods; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A joint resolution (Il. J'. Res. 422) per
mitting the entry free of duty of certa.i.Il domestic animals 
which have erossed the boundary line into foreign countries ; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): 'Memorial of the Legislature 
ot the State of Oklahoma, fa-voring the passa:ge of the Green 
resolution amending the Constitution of the United •States mak
ing it possible to tax securities now exempted from taxation ; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. BLAND of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13811) granting a 

pension to Charles H. Crim; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13812) to correct the mili
tary record of -Richard Brannon and grant him an honorable 
discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 13813) granting a pension to 
Amanda Wishard · to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Hv Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 13814) granting a pen
sion. to Charles H. Ritter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Bv Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 13815) granting an increase 
of l)ension to John Weidemann; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pem.;ions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 13816) granting a pension to 
T. L. Ingram; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13817) granting a pension to Sarah G. 
Spei-bec)r; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Bv Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 13818) granting a pension 
to Lena Castor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13819) granting a pension to John C. 
Herin · to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By ~fr. LINEBERGER: A bill "(H. R. 13820) granting an 
increase of pension to l\lary V. Scriven; to the Committee on 
In valid Pern~ions. 

By Mr. ROBSION: A bill (H. R.1382.1) granting a? increa~e of 
pension to 1.'empie Dyer; to the Committee on Invalid Penswns. 

Bv Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13822) granting 
a pension to Jennie Alexandet·; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13823) granting 
an i.ncrease of pension to ·Amos E. Albritton; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 13824) granting a pension to' Martin E. 
:McMichael : to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT (by request) : A blll (H. R. 13825) for the re
llef of S. Silberstein & Son (Inc.) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Bv Mr. IRELAND: A resolution (H. Res. 484) authorizing 
appointment of additional clerk who shall be under supervision 
of the Clerk of the House; to the Committee on Accounts. 

PETITIONS, ETO. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions aud papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
6821. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of certain i·esidents of 

Fresno County, Calif., urging support of joint resolution extend
ing airl to people of the German and Austrian Republics; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6822. By Mr. BRIGGS: Letter nnd exhibits from G. W. 
Tilley, State fire marshal, Austin, Tex., advocating prohib~ting 
the interstate shipment of inflammable films; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

6823. By l\:lr. KETCHAM : Petition signed by 62 citizens of 
Bridgman, l\iich., favoring aid to famine-stri~ken peoples. of 
German and .Austrian Republics; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. . 

6824. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of the l\lerchants' Association 
of New York, New York City, urging favorable action on Hol!se 
blll 10213 a bill relating to the Diplomatic and Consular Service 
of the Unlted States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6825. By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana : Petition of several mem
bers ot Zion Reformed Church, of Terre Haute, Ind .. relativ": to 
Rouse Joint Resolution 412; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

SENA.TE. 
TUESOAY, J a.nua:ry 16, 1923. 

ThP Chaplflin, Rev. J. J. l\luir, D. D., offe1·ed the following 
prayer: 

Our Father, Thou hast prnven Thyself to be a . very present 
help in time of trouble. And as we look out upon a dls~racted 
world we pray Thee for the wisdom necessary to cope with th~ 
difficulties meet the problems, and deal .with the strained situa
tiou that ~onfronts nation after nation .in these days. Our God, 
be om· refuge, be om· strength, and so help T11y servants before 
Thee and all others deallng ·with national or international 
affait's that results may be achieved which shall be f~r the good 
of humanity and Thy great glory. Through Jesus Christ our 
Lord. Amen. 

N AMI~G .A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Secretary, George A.- Sanderson, read the following com
munication: 

To tl~e Senate: · 

TI.SITED ST.ATES SE:SATE. 
PRESIDllJ:>IT PRO TEMPORlll, 

Washfogtoti, D. 0., Jallilary 16, 1923. 

Being temporarily absent from the. Senate, I appoint Hon. GEORGE H. 
MOSES n Senator from th<> State of New Hampshire, to perform the 
duties 'or the Chair this legislative day. ALBERT B. CUYMINS, 

Presidet1t pro temporo. 

.Mr. MOSES thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer. 
The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro

ceedings of the legislative day of Tuesday, January 9, 1923, 
when, on request of l\Ir. CURTIS and by unanimous consent, the 
further reading was dispensed with- and the Journal was ap
proved. 

DEPARTMENTAL USE OF AUTOMOBILES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol
lowing communications: 

'A communication from the chairman of the Federal Trade 
Commission, reporting, in response to Senate Resolution 399, 
ag1·eed to January 6, 1923 that the commission does not main
tain any passenger automobiles or garages; that it does, how
e·ver, maintain and use a Dodge truck for mail-carrying pur
poses, which is kept ill one of the War Department garages at 
tlle rate of $10 per month ; 

A. communication from the Comptroller General of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to Senate Resolution 399, agreed 
to January 6, 1923, information relative to the number and cost 
of maintenance of motor vehicles in use by the General Account
ing Office ; and 

A communication from the Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, transmitting. pursuant to Senate Resolution 399, 
agreed to January 6. 1923, inform.ation relative to the number 

·and co:::.t of maintenance of motor >ehicles in use by that 
institution. · 

l\Ir. i\IcKELLAR. ~lr. Pre ident, iu reference to these re
ports from tile various departments and diviRions, I wonder if 
we can not have tbein placed all together and kept on the 
table. so that they may be considered together; or do they, 
under the rule, have to be referred as they come in? 

Tlte PRESIDING .OFFICER They lie upon the table until 
disposed of by the Senate. 

l\lr. l\IcKELLAR. I ask that that cour ·e be pursued, and 
that they lie on the table. 
· The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 

orclered. 
CALL OF THE ROLL. 

llr. CURTIS. l\lr. President. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

'l'be reacting clerk called the 1·011. and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 

. .\shurst <Has.;;; llcCormick Sheppard 
Ball Hale l:lcKellar Simmons 
Borah Harreld McKinley Smoot 
Brookhart Ilarrjs McLean Spencer 
Calder Harrison McNary . Stanfield 
Cameron Heflin Moses Sterling 
Capper Johnson Nelson Sutberland 
Couzens .Jon<'s, Wasb. New Townsend 
Culberson Kellogg Nicholson Underwood 
Curtis Keyes Norbeck Walsh, Mass. 
Ernst King Norris · Walsh, Mont. 
Fernald Ladd Oddie Warren 
Fletcher La Follette Phipps Watson 
li'rclinghuyi:;en Lenroot Pittman Williams 
George Lodge Robinson Willis 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to announce the una voidal>le absence 
of my colleague [l\Ir. Po~:IBRENE] on account of illness. I de
sire that this announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. CURTIS. I was requested to announce that the Senato1· 
from Wyoming [l\fr. KENDRICK] and the Senator from Louisiana 
[l\Ir. RANSDELr.) are engagell in· a hearing before the Committee 
on Agriculture .and Forestry. 
· l\lr. FLETCHER. My colleague [nlr. TRA~fMELL] is una·:old

ably absent. He has a general pair with th(' Senator ·from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Co1.T]. I ~ill let this announcement stand 
for the day. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators having an~ 
swered to their mi.rues,' a quorum is present. 

. PETITIO~S AND ~IEYORULS. 

The PRESIDING : OFFICER laid before the Senate re: olu
tions adopted by tbe l\Iajur Williuw. E: .Almy Camp, No. 1, 
United Spanish War Vetenm.-, Depa1·tment of Porto .~ico, 
favoring the passage of legislation to carry out the prons1om.1 
of the national defense act so as to maintain , the strength of 
the national · defense · again1't all possible enemies. either for
eign or domestic, which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

l\Ir~ WILLIS. I present resolutions adopted by the directors 
of the Steubenville (Ohio) Obambe1· of Comm~rce on December 
18 1922 relative to immigration questions, and ask that. they he 
referred to tb.e Committee on Immigration and printed in the 
RECORD! 

,; 
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